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PUBLISHERS 9 NOTE 



We are glad to place this publication in the hands of 
the readers though some eight years after its first announce- 
ment. It is, however, to be regretted that, due to scarcity of 
paper, the long and detailed discourse of the editor of this 
book on the " Indian Criminal Jurisprudence in Ancient and 
Historic Times " has had to be held back awaiting restoration 
of normal conditions. In fact, "Dandanlti" of Kesava Pandita 
was intended to be an appendix to this discourse; but when 
we were compelled to keep the compose of " Daiidanlti " 
standing for over four months for want of paper, it became 
evident that any more perseverence would be unjustifiable. 
We hope to publish this important discourse soon. 

Had "Dandanlti" of Ke&ava Pandita accompanied 
"Indian Criminal Jurisprudence of Ancient and Historic 
Times ", it should have proved of greater importance and 
advantage as an illustration of the nature of the compilations 
of our great Hindu preceptors of the past. The value of Kesava 
Pandita's " Dandanlti " is, however, no way small as it would 
by itself demonstrate the administrative and cultural advance 
fostered by the great Maratha King Sivajl while he had busied 
himself in hard struggles and heroic conquests for the establish- 
ment of his political and territorial supremacy in India. 

The period under review is one of great social as well as 
political upheaval Before the time gf Sivajl, the whole of 
Maharastra was steeped in ignorance. Sivajl saw that, if 
the national spirit is to be developed on right lines, this 
ignorance must be removed. He was helped in this task by 
learned Panditas like Gagabhata, Ke&avabhata and others. 
The masses were educated in the right spirit of religion and 
were uplifted socially. The seventeenth century was thus a 
period of social and religious renaissance in Maharastra and 
we come across ample proofs of this movement in the writings 
of Panditas like Kesavabhata and the various decisions given 
by the Court of Sivajl in religious disputes. The natural 
result of these efforts was visible in the solid support given 
to Sivajl and his successors by the masses in Mah&iasfra 
in the establishment of National Government 
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CRIMINAL JURISPRUDENCE 
(XVIIth Century) 



The efficient; and prompt administration of criminal 
justice is as essential and powerful an instrument of govern- 
ment — whatever be its form or ideal — for maintaining inter- 
nal peace and order in a country as the strong military force 
for the security of its external affairs; and the Indian rulers 
in ancient and historic times have recognised the necessity 
of a thorough knowledge of the criminal jurisprudence of 
the time with the same emphasis as that laid by them on the 
skill in military craft. 

Criminal jurisprudence includes the knowledge of the 
means as to the prevention, investigation and punishment of 
crimes along with the procedure for the prosecution of crimi- 
nals. The great Hindu preceptors were not, however, parti- 
cular enough to record the detailed procedure of investiga- 
tion or trial of crimes. The determination of the nature and 
severity of crimes, as also their psychological reactions on 
the perpetrators themselves and the society around was the 
prime object of their study. They never cared to bring the 
fines and punishments up to the practices and privileges of 
their .age or to describe them in terms of their practical 
application. In India, neither terrorization, nor revenge 
wan ever the underlying principle of the administration of 
criminal justice, but the executive for the administration of 
criminal justice was, as ever, not free from human defects 
and frailties. In the course of time, the procedure for the 
administration of criminal justice became more and more 
complicated as the territorial jurisdiction expanded and t he 
variety of crimes increased, The principles underlying 



criminal administration and the details governing its pro- 
cedure underwent revision as tlie effects of the contact of 
different cultures were more apparent and decisive. The 
kings and executive officers, therefore, looked naturally to 
the Panditas and preceptors well-versed in the ancient and 
current criminal jurisprudence of the country for an up-to- 
date and mature guidance. 

The institution of civil and criminal justice has its 
origin in the idea of government that sprung from the group 
leadership and conduct of corporate life of the early rambling 
communities of ancient times. Crime was then in its infant 
stage and was mora tempered by family affinity and tribal 
attachment rather than by regulation and control. This 
phase of life, however, changed with the increasing inter- 
mixture of different groups of settlers. The diversity of 
interests and rivalries among the races in contact with each 
other gave rise to criminal tendencies. These tendencies 
were nourished by the conflicting objects and achievements 
of different ambitious individuals. Thus the rise in crimes 
and the growing inclination for revenge necessitated their 
moderation by the adoption of a common code of precepts 
and admonitions. The principles and corrective actions for 
counteracting criminal deeds which disturbed the current 
social practices were determined. As these practices were 
susceptible to the admission of foreign influences through 
the contact of different cultures consequent upon invasions 
commerce and trade, these principles and correctives had to 
be reconsidered and revised periodically. This revision 
was, however, greatly restrained by the grip of orthodoxy 
on the society. Naturally the codes so framed could not be 
applied with equal force and rigidity all over India, and 
hence the students of jurisprudence were compelled to im- 
prove their system and science to suit the local conditions 
of their times. This improvement, however, has dominated 
the idea that any new departure from the established prac- 
tices is always the cause of disruption and disunion in the 
society. Consequently only such exceptions as could not be 
suppressed found their way in such codes. In India, this 
knowledge of criminal jurisprudence has becm hstnAaA ^Amn 



to us through the various Smrti and Nlfci granthas and such 
other dissertations in the Great Epics and Pnranas as are 
in the form of advice to kings on the better conduct of their 
lives. This literature is available for" centuries before 
Christ; and every decade successively produced some litera- 
ture of this kind, Only the most commonly accepted Smriis 
or Nltis have, however, survived* They are the sources 
indicating the contemporary conditions of social, political 
and religious structure of the country, and as such they are 
extremely valuable. 

Mr. P. V. Kane in his great work u History of Dharma- 
sastya " l has already traced the history of the works ori 
jurisprudence from the ancient Vedic period to the end of the 
eighteenth century. During this long period, several works 
were compiled. Some are known only from quotations and 
those that are extant can be classified as : ( a ) original works, 
(b) commentaries and (c) digests. Since the advent of the 
Muslim rule, Fatawahs were being issued by the reigning - 
Sultans and Badshahs for the guidance of their officers in the 
administration of the civil and criminal justice. Although 
there was a cultural dissimilarity, both the Muslim and 
Hindu works on jurisprudence were compiled with one and 
the same object of preserving the structure of the society. There 
is, therefore, a very remarkable concordance between the 
two kinds of works. In practice, it appears, they showed ^very * 
little or no conflict with the conventions current in the 
country in spite of the religious differences. In the seven- 
teenth century, the period with which we are more concerned, 
several works appear to have been compiled all over India, 
Both Shah Jahan and Aurangzeb issued Fatawahs laying 
down certain principles to be observed in the administration 
of justice. 8 In the Deccan, Muhammad Adil Shah issued a 

1. " History of Dharma$a"stra (Ancient and Mediaeval Beligioua 
and Civil Law) n by Mr. PSodtaranga Vaman Kag.e— -G-overnment 

Oriental Series, Class B, no. 6, published by the Bhandarkar Oriental 
Kesearch Institute, Poona, Vols. I to III, 1930-42. 

2. " Administration of Justice during the Muslim Rule in 
India' ' by Wahecl Husain, University of Calcutta, Pub. 1934. 



Farman* directing how justice should be administered. Abul 
Hasan Qutbshah 4 had patronised works written by learned 
scholars of the time and himself took the best ways of 
repressing all the abuses in the State and likewise set down 
in writing several rules and maxims for his future govern- 
ment, In Sanskrt also, we have several works written on 
Vyavahara. Of these, " Smrtikaustubha " 5 by Anantadeva, 
"Vyavaharanirnaya" 6 by Gagabhata "Dandanlfci" by KeSava- 
bhata, " Budhabhusana " 7 by Sambhuraja ( Sambhajl Raja ) 
and some others have survived. Both Ke&avabhata and 
Gagabhata are directly connected with the Sivasahl (Maratha) 
kingdom newly established. Gagabhata wrote his " Vyava- 
haranirnaya'* to complete his father's great work " Dinakaro- 

3. Pp. 25-38, Vijapuraea" Bsdashaha Sultan Muhammad Adilshah 
bySne keiele niyama, AitihSsik Sphuta Lekha, " Itiha"3a-Sa:ngraha ", 
PustaMa 2re, Ahka 5va, December 1909, by D. B. Parasnis, Satara. 

4. P. 47, Part II, " An Early Life of Abul Hasan Qutbsbah », 
"Qutbshahi of Goicondah in the XVIIth Century" by V. S. 
Bendrey, B.I. S. Mandala publication, no. 39, Poona 1934. 

5. For the description of " Smrti-Kaustubha ", see pp. 447-53 of 
Mr. P. ¥. Kane's " Hindudharmaf&stra " [ note 1 ]. Its sections 
"SamskSra-Kaustubha" and "Kajadhanna-Kaustubha " have been 
published by the NirnayasSgar Press, Bombay, and the Baroda 
Government in 1914. 

6. " Vyavaharanirnaya " was written to fill up the gap in the 
,( Dinakarodyota " of his father, by VisveSwarabbata alias Gagabhata 
son of Dinakarabbata son of Eamatersnabhata. Manuscript copies 
are available in the Bhandarkar Oriental Research Institute, 
Poona, Bikaner Library, Alwar Library, India Office Library, eta . 
The colophon in the copies of the BhBndarkar Oriental Research 
Institute and in the Bikaner Maharaja's Manuscripts Library reads : 

ft is divided into sixty chapters and covers both the civil and 
criminal jurisprudence. Particularly the treatise on Divya (Ordeals) 
and Sapatha (Oaths) is comprehensive and gives a detailed procedure 
followed in administering them. 

For other works of Gagabhata, see Mr. P. V. Kane's " Hindu* 
dharmalsstra " [note 1 ]. 

7. See note 12 for "Budhabhusanain by SaipbhnrSja (Sambhajf 

ilSja I). v 



dyota". Kesavabhata had apparently set himself on a great 
work called " Dharmakalpalata '*, and a part of it named 
" Nltimanjarl " was actually commenced 8 . But only a- frag- 
ment of this part entitled " Dandanitiprakaranam " Is now 
available. Kesavabha-ta was in the employ of Sivajl and his 
sons Sambhajl and Rajarama. His work, therefore, must 
prove of special interest to the students of Maratha history 
and especially to those working on the Siva&ShI period. 

Both these works attracted my attention long ago. The 
collation of all available copies of Gagabhata*s " Vyavahara- 
nirnaya '* was far advanced, but subsequently, for various 
reasons, I preferred to give priority to Ke^avabhata's " Danda- 
nitiprakaranam " The Bharata Itihasa Samsodhaka Mandala 
had resolved some eight years back to print this work and the 
text was ready for the press. The bare text, however, was 
not likely to possess the same instructive value as it would if 
accompanied by notes setting forth the proper background, 
but the seemingly simple and easy problem of tracing the 
procedure of criminal jurisprudence In India in ancient and 
historic times was not without its complications and difficulties. 
The contemporary material would not support the view 
advanced by scholars. Any reconstruction of the procedure 
depended upon valid and contemporary evidence in the field. 
Paucity of a definite material on the subject was the greatest 
drawback in the progress in arriving at any view which 
should establish the problem with scientific precision. Unfor- 
tunately, however, the publication of whatever construction I 
was able to place on the strength of the events recorded in 
our literature — Yedic Mantras to the historical sources of the 
eighteenth century — has to be deferred at the last rpoment for 
want of paper ! This omission, however, will, it is hoped, 
not affect the value and importance of the original text of 
the " Dandanlti" now published. 



8. Verse 1, p. 1 of Prathamaprakaranam of " Dandanitiprakara- 
nam" reads : TOOT*4 Vft mw ff?%5PT'- I ^^TOTTt%^ ^ %^- 



DANDAMTIPRAKARAMM 



"■*£SCv¥vD^>'" 



Only two manuscript copies of "Dandanlfci-prakaranam" 
of Kesava Pandita have yet been discovered, and the Tanjore 
Maharaja Sarphojfs Sarasvati Mahala Library has the good 
fortune to possess them. Dr. A, 0, Burnell, in his brief 
Catalogue 9 of the library, has described one of them as: 
"No. 536- (d) yfrti fiw m^ ^om ^ftfcFT^t of Sri Sambliuraja ,, \ 
while Mt. P.P.S. Sastrl, in his subsequent revised Descripitve 
Catalogue 10 has mentioned it under No. 18737 and another 
copy under No. 18738 as : " f^WR; \\ ^ifr^t ( \J^R ). " 
Both the copies are said to be complete, and are in the Deva- 
nagarl script. The former has 31 folios and 1085 granthas, 
and the latter 81 folios." Mr. P. P. S. festrl, in his notes 
on these manuscripts, records : "From the colophon it can be 
gleaned that Sambhajl, the son of Sivajl, was the author of 
work by name Budhabhusanam for which one Ke^ava Pandita, 
son of Damodarabhata, wrote a commentary called "Dharma- 
kalpalata" and that this manuscript was a portion of "NltJma- 
fijarl f \ The manuscript belongs to Babajl n Nayaka Ponde." 

These manuscripts are, however, named differently as 
Budhabhusanam and Nltimafijarl and their authorship at- 
tributed to Sambhajl Baja. The writer, Kesiava Pandita has 
himself called this fragment "Dandanliiprakaranam"; and in 
the colophon of the manuscript, this fragment, which by 
itself forms a part of Eesava Pandita's "Nltimanjarl" is said 

9. Dr. A. G. BurnelFs " Catalogue of the Sarasvati Mahala 
Library ", p, 141. 

10. " A Descriptive Catalogue of the Sanskrit Manuscripts in 
the Tanjore MahSraja SarphojI's Saraswatr Mahala Library, Tanjore v 
by P. P.S. SSstrl, Tanjore, 1934, p. 8675, Volume XVIII. 

11 Ought to be Sanaa jl Nayaka Punde : cf. note 1, page 1 of 
the Sanskrit text, Blbajr died in 1675 a. v* 
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to hate been embodied in " Badhabhusanam " ts of Sambhajt 

12. " The Budhabhusanam of King Shambhti with an Introduc- 
tion, $"otes, etc." by H. D. Veiankar, Government Oriental Series, 
Class 0, no. 2, published by the Bhandarkar Oriental Research 
Institute, Poona, 1926. 

The original manuscript copy is in the Manuscript Library of 
the Bombay Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society, Bombay, Dr, Bhau 
Dajl's Memorial Collection, no. 305-3. This has been first noticed in 
the " Catalogue of Sanskrit and Prakrit Manuscripts of the Bombay 
Branch of the Royal Asiatic Society, Bombay " by H. D. Velankar, 
under no. 1205, page 339. The size of the manuscript is 9i"x5£". 
Devanagan script : folios 64 with ten lines to a page. 

The manuscript is incomplete. The printed copy does not indi- 
cate the nature of its incompleteness sufficiently clearly. The actual 
condition found on a closet 1 examination of the manuscript may be 
described as under ; 

The manuscript, as it is available now, may be divided into 
four parts : (a) Prasasti-18 verses ; (b) After a blank space of a page 
or so commences Sri BhavSnyam stutim. Id is followed immediately 
by Anyokti3 with a new serial number for its verses. There are 
omissions in this Anyokti-sangraha, and they have been indicated by 
certain numbers in the serial having been left open along with some 
blank space. This chapter has no heading. It has neither the com- 
mencing verses, nor a colophon at the end. In all, it contains 177 
verses, (c) RSjanifci — This chapter is complete and has the appro- 
priate heading as well as a colophon: 630 verses, (d) MisSrakaniti — 
This chapter also has no heading, but the subject of the title of the 
chapter is incorporated in the first verse. It has 59 verses, but it is 
incomplete. On folio 63, the words 'vrttih * and 'Raima ' appear in 
the left and right margins respectively. There is nothing in the 
manuscript to indicate what more chapters were to follow in order to 
complete the work of il Budhabhu^ana '\ 

The colophon at the end of " DandanTtiprakaranam " leaves no 
doubt about the fact that Kelava Pandita's "DandanXfci 1 * was made 
one of the chapters of "Budhabhu^ana" of SambhajT RsjS. The two 
colophons now available indicate that the work " Budhabhtlsana " 
must have been commenced some time after the coronation but 
before the death of SivSji and was continued till after SambhSjVs 
coronation. So the work was being compiled between 1675 and 
1682 a. d.. 

** Budhabhusana " is simply a compendium of selections design- 
ed for the instruction of SambhSji Rajs in the Traividyas in which 
the YuvarSja was to be initiated according to the ancient practice. 
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Raja. This" Nltimanjarl" was intended to be a part of Kesava 
Pandita's still greater compilation " Dharmakalpalata " As, 
however, the chapter of Dandanlfciprakaranam is complete in 
itself , I prefer entitling it as "Dandanlti" of Ke&avaFandita. 

Date of composition : Kesara Pandifca's " Nltimanjarl " 
and his still greater work " Dharmakalpalata " are yet to be 
discovered. In view of the fact that he has produced another 
work"Rajarama-charitam" I3 as late as 1691 A.D., it is very- 
probable that both the works previously undertaken by him 
may have been completed long before 1691 A. D.. Copies of 
" Dandanlti " are available separately because this part of 
his M Dharmakalpalata *' was selected for inclusion iu^ 
u Budhabhusana ,, » In the absence of copies of the two works, % 
" Nltimanjarl " and "Dharmakalpalata", as also of any 
other evidence about their compilation, any attempt at guess- 
work in fixing the dates of their composition will possess 
less value historically. No doubt, Govinda Kavindra 14 tells 

13. " Kesava Parulita'a RajarSm-charitain or Sri Chhatrapati 
KaJSrarn's Journey to Jiirjl", edited by V, S. Bendrey : the BhSrata 
Itiba*sa Sara^odhaka Mandaja's Svlya-Granthainala, no. 36, Poona, 
1931, The only manuscript of this work is in the Tanjore Maharaja 
Sarphoji's Sarasvatl MahSla Library, Tanjore : vide no. 76, p. 161 of 
Dr. A. C. Burnett's Catalogue, and no. 4229, pp. 3263-5, Vol. VIII 
of the " Descriptive Catalogue of the Library " by P. P. S. &astri. 

14. In the ** Peahava Daf fear Selections " is published a letter 
of 23rd March 1782, the writer of which named Govind KavIsVar otfer* 
ed his varsa"sana from Newase amounting to Bs. 300 to one NarSyana 
Dxksit Bapta Golapkar in return for his undertaking to take care 
of the idols of Raimachandra and their worship. Kavfswar, after dis- 
posing of this affair, intended to end bis life in the Mahult Sangam 
after entering into Ch&turthas'rama— -[vide no. 16, p. 13 or 7437, 
"Peshava Daf tar Selections", Vol. 43, Government Central Press, 
Bombay, 1934 ]. JayarSin Pinde, the author of "Ra~dha*ni3dhavavila"sa- 
champu " has addressed himself as "Kavrs*war ,? and he has one 
"Narabari KavrsVar" mentioned among the poets at SabijX's Darbar. 
Kavllwar and Kavindra may, therefore, be different names. The only 
reason why Kaviswar in the above letter can be taken as Kavindra is 
because of his connection with Itf ewase. Hence, perhaps this Govinda 
Kaviswar of NewSse may be identical with Govinda Kavindra of 
the same place. If this identity is correct, Govinda Kavindra died J 
without an issue and was very old at the time of his death. 
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lis la very clear terms that Sambhajl prescribed Nttidharma 
with the belp of Ke^avabhata. He says: 

Govinda Kavlndra's father, Bevadatta, was granted on 19th 
May 1718- an inam of a village of Pedur tarf Sira"Ie, Pra*nt Malkapur 
hy Matu&ri Kajasabai Saheb— [no. 118, p. 100 or 4960, "Peiiava 
Baf tar Selections", Volume 31, Bombay, 1933], This grant was 
confirmed on 16th September 1720 in a Danapatra issued by Sambhu 
Chhatrapati II — [no. 122, p. 103 or 4963, ibid]. Bevadatta's brother, 
Sridhar, was also given on 23rd April 1716 an in3m of a village of 
Yekoli tarf MalkEpur, Subah MaikSpur. He is described as a poet 
of eminence ('<3S#ff ^ r%0~~ E vide n0 - 117 » £• 99 or 4959, ibid]. 
Both the Kavlndra brothers C%*PTrTT srfJ?") were asked to be present 
in the Gotal Sabha" for deciding the dispute in the matter of an 
inam granted to Srtkaracharya and his brothers. This majsias 
must have been held sometime immediately before 9th August 1729- 
[vide 54, Srlkaracharya"s MaharajSnl Dilelen Dftnapatrabaddala 
Niwada", p. 209, Prakarana 5ve, "Sanads and Letters", by B.B.G.C. 
Vad and edited by Purushottam Mawji and D. B. Parasnis, Poona, 
1913]. 

Kavlndra Paramananda, grandfather of Govinda Kavlndra, has 
described himself as ; « ftqpqSRf^^ I ^rTTC erfsTOTOt firWRIri^- 

— [vide Adhyaya 1, p. 1, "Sivabharata" by Kavindra Paramananda, 
B. I. S. Mandaja Puraskrta Granthamala no. 3, Poona, 1927]. Parama"* 
nanda mentions the name of his father as Govinda. Kavindra appears 
to be the Upanama or family name. The family belonged to 
Kasyapa Gotra, Taitirlya Sakha, Apastambha Sntra. Newase is 
35 miles northeast of;Ahmednagar. ParamSnan da wrote "Anu-purSna" 
sometime between 1661 and 1674. This is said to contain one lac 
verses, but only a fragment of it has yet been traced. ParainSnanda 
is now well known to the students of MarStbS History as the author 
of "Sivabharata". ParamSnanda was present at the assembly of 1664 
held for Syenavljatinirriaya [note 50]. 

My friend, Mr. P. K. G-ode, bas attempted to connect Kavlndra 
ParamSnanda with one " Kavlndra " mentioned in "Kela"di Basava- 
bhtlpSla. [vide his paper * 'Kavindra ParamSnanda and Keiffdi Basava- 
bhtXpala", pp. 40-6, Pt. I, Vol. Ill, November 1941 issue of "BhSratlya 
VidyS Journal" of the Bharatiya VidyS Bhuwan, Andberi, Bombay], 
My friend, late Mr. S. M. Bivekar, hoped, as long ago as 1928, to 
establish an identity of Kavlndra Paramanand with ParamSnanda 
BawS mentioned in Bakhars. I quote from ** EkySnnavakalamr 
Bakhar " the pertinent references x ''fitTcBjjft %H#im ^wrefi&f 3#» 
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<fter?j?f %f#. % «rnrr ip fef swIiH *r *rm inff %=fr *trar Sfay wr- 
¥mwsRF $i< swift ."-n« ^ot- 5 "qwf^ wfR *#r i#. M -*»v ^ot- 

(SSne edition). "Sitalpuri, a very pious Sanyasi of Benares, was 
invited and made his Guru. Sitalpuri was lodged at SangamesVar, 
a holy place, ParamSnanda GosSvin of Phaladpur (Poladpur) and 
Narain Asram a very saintly Brahmin of Trimbakeswar MahSdev 
were slightly honoured and served by Sivajl." (Sarkar edition). — ; ""* 
[vide pp. 105, 1&6 and 106, "Sivachbatrapatlcbl 91 va Kalanil Bakhar," 
Vividha-dnySnavistSra, edited by Mr. V.S. Vakaskar, Bombay, 1930]. 
Mr. Divekar was not able to get a written or oral evidence to support 
this identity, nor has any been produced since then. 

Mr. K t N. Kulkarni of Kolhapur, in his article "Anupur&nakarta 
Kavlndra Paramananda and KolhSpurache R5jopadhye"-[pp. 89-97, 
Aitihasika Chareha— " Sams'odhaka Traimasikaj" Anka 2ra, 15th June 
1941, Dhulia] informs his readers that he got some more works of 
Kavlndra family. The enquiry made by my friends shows, however, 
that they were his expectations. The only small fragment the 
Rappadhyes possessed has been published by my friend Mr. P. K. 
Gode. 

15, l Keiavabhata-m3hatmya-nirupanam , (SdhySya), u Anu- 
purana (Suryavams*a) from Sivapurana" by Govinda Kavlndra. ^ 

This Sanskrit work is still in the manuscript form. My friend 1 
Prof. D. V. Potdar is editing it for the Government of Baroda. It 
will soon appear in the Oriental Series of the Baroda Government. 
The manuscript is in the Oriental Institute, Baroda. It is described 
as: 0. I. F. no. 8 Kavya-Acc. no. 13967: folios 109, granthas 2000,, 
DevanSgari script; size-ir'x4". A fragment of this " AnupnrSna 1 ' 
has been published by my friend Prof. P. K. Gode— ftpp. 287-95, 
Part III, Vol. XVIII-1937 and pp. 49-60, Part I, Vol. XIX-1938, " ; The 
Annaisofthe Bhandarkar Oriental Research Institute, Poona"]. 
This fragment, however, does not contain the AdhySya on Kedava- 
pa^dita, though it mentions Kesava twice quite promiscuously. 

The author, Govindabhata was the son of Devadatta and grand- 
son of Kavlndra Pararnanan da, the well known author of "Siva. 
bhsrata" [note 14-]. Govinda appears to have fipurished in the 
first half of the eighteenth century* 
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This, however, would not serve as a definite proof either 
for determining the titles of the works composed for Sanibhajl 
or for fixing the date of the two compilations : " Dharma- 
kalpalatS " and " Nltimanjari ; '. The colophon at the end of 
" Dandanlti " clearly shows that the Dandanltiprakaranam 
was embodied in " Budhabhnsana " when Saipbhajl was 
already a coronated king 16 ( ^ ^lH^^K i ^^^^^%q:^c^<f^- 

T^^M^^TJ^SJ^ffii^ \\"*i ci W*Z g£T§PWr.»,). A remark on 
one of the copies of " Dandanlti " declares, the ownership of 
the copy to belong to Samaji Nayaka Punde 17 ( not Babajl 
Nayaka Ponde as mentioned in the Descriptive Catalogue ) 
^TR^m^g^I 1 ?^^ W. <T5R?^T .11 ^ il, and the copyist dates 
this copy with the details as : sfl% TF33#fi$i§ §§*#raft feffa^ 
TCfP^ i! Here apparently the copyist has omitted to mention 

16. Sambha*jx was at Panhala Fort when s'ivsjl died 'on 3rd 
April 1680, He entered Rayagada and was declared to have assumed 
the reins of his father's kingdom on 18th June 1680. He ascended 
tbe throne or his ManchakSrohana ceremony was performed on 20th 
July 1680. His coronation took place on 16th January 1681. He was 
captured on 1st February 1689 and was tortured to death by Aurang- 
zeb BsdashSh on 11th March 1689. 

17. S&majl Nayaka Punde, son of Ra"ba";jl Nayaka Punde, of 
Srlgonda succeeded his father in the important office of 'Vakeel* under 
&vajL He accompanied s'ivSji in bis expedition in the Karnataka in 
1677-78. He was appointed a Subahdar of Karnataka by SambhSjX Raja 
in December 1680. He proceeded to Karnataka along with Harajl 
Ra"ja" Mahadika in March 1681. ^~ [ Jedhe SakaValr], Tbey"arriyed 
at Ballyporam in the early part of July 1681 — [p. 9, Vol. 29, 1681, 
Ft. St. Q., Fac.Rec, and p. 4, Letters to Ft. St. a., Vol. 1-1681-2, 
R. Ft. St. G.; also pp. 44 and 12 Ibid ]. SSmajl Nayaka was ordered 
to be imprisoned in August 1681 — [Jedhe Saksvali], which orders 
were said to be : u Whereas Shamjee Naique had acted contrary to 
the Maha Rajah's order that he should be put out (of the) place and 
imprisoned. According to these orders he was imprisoned before 
16th September 1681 " — [p. 25, Vol. 1, Cuddalore, 1681, Fac, Rec. 
and p. 69, Vol. 29, 1681 Ft. St. G. Fac. Rec. ; p. 24, Vol, I, 
Letters to Ft. St. G., Fac. Rec. 1681]. SEmaji Nayaka might 
have been sent back to RSyagada and released, as a copy of 
"Dandanlti" is made for him in Dundubhf Samratsara (28th February 
1682 to 18th March 1683 a. d. ), ' , ^ 
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the Rajy&bhiseka Saka year. Dundubhl Samvatsara, however, 
inns through the eighth and ninth years of the era* If the 
omission is for the eighth Rajyabhiseka year, the limits of 
the period during which the copy may have been written could 
be fixed as 29th February to 6th June 1682, but if the ninth, 
the period would intervene between 7th June 1682 and 18th 
March 1683 A.D.* The date of the composition of the compila- 
tion itself must precede this ; and as in the introductory 
chapter Sambhajl is mentioned as Mahimahendra, the earliest 
date which can be assigned for the compilation of the original 
composition would be subsequent to the ascension of Sai^bhajl 
Raja on 20th June 1680. Thus the original composition of 
'Da^danlti" appears to have taken place some time between? v 
20th July 1680 and 18th March 1683. Probably, the " Danda- " 
nltiprakaranam.** may have been presented to Sambhajl Raja 
on the occasion of his coronation ( 16th January 1681 ). 

Contents: Kesava Pandita has divided his "Dandanlfci" 
into six chapters : ( I ) Eulogy of Danda ( the power of the 
king to punish); definition and nature of offences and 
punishments ; procedure of criminal justice ; ( II ) Thefts of 
all kinds; (III) Adultery, rape, etc.; (IV) Defamation, 
libel, slander ; ( V) Hurt of various kinds; and (VI) Assaults * 
offences in which force is the principal element, and miscel- 
laneous. The compilation is more of a nature of a digest 
with explanations and definitions here and there as regards 
jhe application of the sayings or quotations in practice 
Certain exceptions to the recorded conventions have also beenS, 
recommended. The work, however, is not a very detailed 
me although it brings in briefly all the information requir- 
ed for guidance in the administration of criminal jusfcice. 

Authorities : Xesava Pandita has quoted some fifty 
authorities, but they cannot be said to have been extracted 
iirectly from the works concerned. They may have been 
aken as quoted in the recognised older works. It is doubtful 
whether all of the works cited were at all extant in his times. 
t is true that at the assemblies of Panditas held for deciding 
ertain communal disputes various Nlti and Smrti granthas 
rare being brought together for reference, and in the 
ocument called " Syenavl-jati-nirnaya" made in the lifetime 



17 

of KeSava Pandita, at the assembly of which the well-known 
Pandifcas like Gagabhata and several others from the great 
Maharastra, amongst whom Ke§ava Psndita was one, were 
present, we have evidence 18 to show that the following works 
were brought for consultation : 

#TET *TF3#r #T?pT ftcTR?: I #rcT: $|W|115h: ^m\ irpefa %^ : u 

The fact that the verses mentioning the Smrfcls and Upa- 
smrtls are exactly similar to those in " Prayogaparijafca " and 

18. Pp. 295-6, Lekhffnka81, Sastris and Pandltas of SivSjTs 
Times, " Bharata Itihasa SamiSodhaka Mandala's WaYsJka Itivrtta, 
Saka 1835/' BJ.S. Mandaja Granthamals,, Pustaka 7ve, Poona, 1914. 

The assembly was held in 1664 a. x>.; the document' published is, 
however, a copy made at Rajapur, Ratriagirl District, in 1812 A. r>. , 
For further details, see note 50. 

19. The verses mentioning the eighteen principal Smrtis, 
twenty-one Smrtis and Upasmrtls are apparently quotations from 
" Pr&yogaparijata " quoted by Vlramitrodaya in his "Paribhssa- 
pravrttih," [ p. 18— vide pp. 133-34, Vol.1, "History of Dharma- 
£astra " — note 1 ]. 

?0. SWrtSsF^ in "PrayogapSrija-ta", 
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11 Madanaratna " creates doubt whether these lists represent 
really the works actually brought to the assembly by the 
several Panditas and Sastrls or whether these verses are met ely 
quotations to indicate the extent of the authorities traditionally 
known for consultation in such disputes. It is, however, 
certain that Ke&avabhata had access to a large number of 
Smrti-granthas, and his sources of information for the 
compilation of his " Dharmakalpalata M or " Dandanlti " were 
both sound, varied and up-to-date. He had a contact with 
well-reputed Sastrls and Panditas of the time. Ke&avabhata 
was thus so well placed as to be appreciated by Sivajl, 
Sambhajl and Rajarama in his efforts to bring about an 
up-to-date work on civil, criminal and religious jurisprudence 
for the benefit of those administering the law and order in 
the newly established Maratha kingdom. 

Presentation of text : It is not here intended to examine 
in detail the text of " Dandanltiprakaranam " from either the 
textual or law point of view. The manuscript copies available 
are corrupt and full of copyist's errors. In presenting the 
text, therefore, an attempt has been made to correct it inas- 
much as it concerns the insertion of ' avagraha \ substitution 
of 3rfor as, conversion of * anusvara* (nasal §ign) into ' paras- 
varna' (nasal letter), compounding words wherever necessary 
according to the 'sandhi' rules, and other mistakes of 
grammar and decipherment made by the copyists concerned. 
Different readings ( pathabheda ) to those obtaining in other 
Smrti-granthas already published have been retained, but 
these variants seldom connote any other conceptions or ideas 
than those conveyed in the published texts. 



KESA1A PASDIDA 

THE AUTHOR OF DAHDANFFI 



Kessava Pandita has attracted the attention of historical 
research scholars since the publication of " Rajar&ma-chariiam" 
in 1931. My friends, Prof. D. V. Potdar and Prof. P. K. 
Gode, made successful efforts to collect some historical docu- 
ments of his family. In the Peshava Daftar Selections also, 
documents relating to his family got due place. Mr. P.K. Gode 
has attempted some two years back to connect Kesava 
Pandita with the recording of "Kayastha-Prabhu-Katha 21 , 
All this interest in the authorship of Kesava Pandita is bound 
to develop furthermore by this publication of his "Dandanlti"; 
and serious efforts may further be made to trace the still 
greater work of Ke&ava Pandita entitled " Dharmakalpalata". 
It is true that my reliance on the very slender data 22 of 
doubtful character then available did not prove justifiable, 
and my conclusion in the introduction of my edition of 
" Rajarama-charitam " that Kesava Pandita was Danadhya- 
ksya was not borne out by the evidence subsequently came 
to light. Whether this omission in the official correspondence, 
almost of a contemporary character, was deliberate or is merely 
indicative of the exact position or status enjoyed by him at the 
time of the two Danapatras of 1684 and 1694 issued to him, it is 
difficult to say. Govinda Kavxndra, however ,supports fS the later 

■ "-—" — ! ' — ' ■ -4 ■ 

21. 'Some verses about the Kayastha-Prabhus composed by 
Kesava Pandita by the order of King Sanibhaji, son of SivSjI— 
0. A. D. 1675, by P, K. Gode, pp. 235-48, Vol XX, "Annals of the 
BhandSrkar Oriental Besearch Institute, Poona", 1940. 

22. u Bij5rama~charitarn" p. 3; LekhSnka 44, Prakarana4, 
pp. ? 157-9 of u Sanads and Letters" by Messrs; P. V. Mawji |and 
D. B. Parasnis, Poona, 1913. 

23. Govinda Kavlndra, in his <4 AnupurS^a ,> [note 15], after 
mentioning the death of Siv5ji and the succession of SainbhSjI 
to the Marattha power (SamrSjya), says ; rfrT: ^^srI^T &s$T qUrfflSTFTr t 
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belief that KeSavs was Panditatao and had performed the 
duties of Danadhyaksya. In spite of the doubt about 
Eesava Pandita's status as Danadhyaksya, his life as Purohita 
and Upadhyaya during the whole of the Siva&ahl period, his 
connection with the learned Pandifcas of the time and above 
all his own learning and authorship deserve no less public 
appreciation of his life and work. 

Historical material : My friends, Prof. D,V. Potdar and 
Prof, P. K. Gode, were fortunate enough to secure fifty to 
sixty old documents pertaining to the Purohita family of 
Purye, 24 a majority of which are, however, copies. Prof, 
Potdar has also secured original documents of the Savalekar 
Purohit family descended from Visvanathabhata, elder brother " 
of Haribha^a, grandfather of Kesava. 25 " The Peshava 

and farther adds that Kesava pleased Brahmins approaching Sambhajr 
by giving Agraharas, Varf asanas, Danas, etc. [verses 16-17]. The 
duties mentioned are those assigned to D5u5dhyakbya, but Govinda 
has not definitely entitled him as such. As Moreswar Pan<Jitaraya 
succeeded his father BaghunStha PanditarSya to the Pan4itaraya's 
position in the ministry, it appears that there is no sufficient ground 
to mix up the position of Pan&taraya as AmStya with that of the 
Panditara"o as Danadhyaksya. Presumably the latter may be a newly 
created post, unless the reference to Kesava's Panditarai is an outcome 
of his holding the position during Raghunafcha PanditarSya's illness 
or after his denth temporarily. Govinda Kavrndra's following adverse 
remark about Raghunatba Panditaraya affords some reason for this 
view: ^if ^HT 5^rt%[^%l^f HFR&OTTci; I a^^SF^orf TOTO* W$ J 

[ note 15 ]. I am, however, inclined to believe that DSuSdhyaksya'a 
pott' was created anew by Sarabhajx as he had created Chhando- 
gamStyaship for Kab Katasa. 

24. Purye, a village in the Sa&gamosVar Taluka, Itatnagiri 
District. 

25. The earliest of these papers is issued to Bbairavabhata by 
Ramachandrapanta Amatya. This mentions VisVanatbabbata as his 
great grandfather. His father's name is given as Grovindabhata. 
The document, however, contains no reference to his grandfather. 
This document informs us that VisVanSthabhata was Up&dhya"ya 
of &irke family of Sringarpuc. After the capture of SringSrpxtr 
by 6ivajr and its chiefs Stlryarao &irke's flight from that place on 
29th April 1661 [Of, Jedhe Sakavali], this family lost the hereditary 
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Daftar " also recorded a Dumbala-patra or Takida-patra 26 of 
27th March 1692, a copy of which is available in Prof. Potdar's 
collection too. Curiously enough, none of these papers gives 
a slightest indication to the* authorship of Kesava Pandita 
even of such works as have now been known to us. Thus, 
while attempting to establish an identity of KeSavabha^a of 
the Purye Purohita family with Kesava Pandita as the 
author of ts Rajarama-charitam" and ''Dandanlfci-prakaranam'*, 
we are still left to our conjecture. The circumstantial 
evidence is, however, undoubtedly convincing and supports 
the identity. Luckily enough, Govindabhata Kavlndra has 
recorded 27 in precise terms the explanation which esta- 
blishes the identity of Kesavabhata Upadhyaya with Kesava 
Pandita or KeSava Panditaraya. 

Family genealogy : A reconstruction of the brief life 
sketch of KeSavabha-fca recorded in my " Rajarama-charitam " 
may be opportune in this place. A pedigree of the Purohita 
family as corroborated by the fresh documentary evidence 
can be determined as : 

vitti vatan of that place. Bhairavabhata bad, therefore, approached 
K&jSrama at JifijI for the restoration of the vrtti rights. Accordingly, 
Ramachandrapanta issued the necessary orders. 

In the papers of the SSvalekar Purohita family now at our dis- 
posal, there is no reference to the Purye family. 

There is yet another sanad issued on 19th June 1694 to one 
Madebhata (Mahsdevabhata) bin Harabbata Purohita, wherein the 
grantee is said to have waited on Ra*ja*ra"ma at Jinjl on 16th May 
1693 and got a vrtti-land worth 200 laris at thala Gaulawada — [Vide 
pp. 79-81, Lekhanka no. 47, 'Devarukhe DesSi', a Mar&thyanchya" 
Itiba"sa"nchi Sadhanen, Khanda 21va*, Sivakalina G-baranln", Itih&sa 
and Aitihasika, BhSga Dusara", by V. K. Raja wade, 1 Dhulia, 1918]. 
I have not, however, been able to trace the branch of the Purohita 
family to which MahSdevabhata belonged. 

,26. LekhSika no. 53, pp. 49 (4909), "Peshava* Daftar Series ", 
Volume 31, published by the Government of Bombay, Government 
Printing Press, Bombay, 1933. 

27. Vide verse 15 in the quotation from AnupnrSna in note 23. 
3 
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PUROHITA OB RAJAPUROHITA 



Vi&wanathabha^a Haribhafca Vasudevabhata 

1 ' I 

? Damodarbhata 

i i 

Govindabhata Ke^avabbata ( wife AnnapurnabSI ) 

1 

Bhairavabhata 



R&machandrabhata Vithala alias Dhondabhata 



Bababhata * Kesavabhata Laksmanabhata 

i ' i 

Raghunathabhata GaneSabhata 

This pedigree has been limited to the seventeenth century 
and the first half of the eighteenth century only. The descen- 
dants of Viswanathabhata called themselves as'the Savalekar 
Purohita branch, while those of Haribhata, or more • 
properly of Ke&avabhata are known as Purye branch of the 
Sringarpur Purohita family. Prof. Potdar will, no doubt, 
in due course take full and detailed account of this family's 
genealogy while publishing his valuable finds in connection 
with these Purohita branches. One Jagannatha has been men-** 
tioned in two papers 28 which seems apparently a mistake 
for Ramachandrabhata. In compiling this pedigree, a reliance 
has been placed more on the documentary evidence than on 
the Jathanama ( Gode's Collection ). In the Jathanama, the 
genealogy has been traced to the middle of the twentieth 
century, and dates of deaths have been given ; but these find 
no support in, or are being confirmed by, the documentary 
evidence yet traced. 

purohita family : No history of this family is yet trace* 
able prior to Haribhata, grandfather of Ke&avabhaia. \ 

28. Raja" Salm's Ajnyapatm of 21st May 1723 and MiE palm's 
Vrttipalia^of the same date, — Potdar 's collection. 
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Haribha^a has been mentioned in a Nivada-patra a9 of 9fcl} 
October 1600, In ibis, Haribhata is said to have an eldejr 

29. NivSda-patra issued by Kinhoji Raje PrabhSnawalikar 
dated 9th October 1600 A. D. « I quote the pertinent portions: 

H3l%snr ^#3fT...?wtfC ^ g^rqor 3TTTOT ^c^pT ^T^ftcT 3Tl^f. STfq-OT 

^rt%^ gar aS3t «n^%53 ^i§t. % ttt ^^siw anSt- *n»t ^fcft i^Nr 
3-^1 %cJr. ^^f^%f5,?fri^^w?sr^2r ^r angora: ^r^% *n$! 
qrrcgft swift sfk^t sr ^n^# srffcr «r mi #i^rc w <$!*$• t ^i^fwht 

#3 *RsW* ^ro arrrot^ itn 

m% ^ifrffi sr artier ^ifW sssrt #rat *w8p& iff ^t?^ %?pw=r 
*3wrc iff r%^. 

*•* •»• ••• ••• •«• Ml • •■ »f* 

3ri|. #tt€t ^rofr ^fS^r spwaj % *r£f. wrfi m*f swr *ro m&K 
% #§^^r arpfr ?i3Ts5if?r. qrrasRrtf swift sftc^t cr ^i^^ft ^% otwtot 

311*1%. c^H^T 33R^T £f ^r^OTF* ^TT% f#^cT T^rRcT? rWft SfFfa^ ^T 3TFST 

<rNr ^ift^ 5?nfrr suf^r ^f^rnr. %^^rt%rri. *ftz*T tf^*. q^gr arr^qrr- 

STToTqr^rT ^T^rT STf^T 3Tr^TrTf ^TT #To=HT^ri S^PTf ^F^?T sfrT^I^f =qT^qT ^ 'fOgjT 

^R?jf. ?^t^:% %^ $r 3rRreRrTi &im 3Ti^fr ^r?t =nft. 37 i*fw ^ 
3gpw ^^^ sn*^ %wra" ^rrrrtrr. ^ ^rqrof ^^ ^h c^ct wf . 

, TlspRctf 3^jfr%frfr3^%crTrfqq-%g% ... r^HSRlBT g?rf|cT ^T^Plft *Rgsr 

^rr 5TO* iff^B ^sr 3^ %^t ^f&^i^r ^y^ a|3H st^ppt ^ri^r 
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brother named Vissvanathabhata and a younger one named 
Vasudevabhata. Haribhata's family name is stated to be 
Rajapurohita, and all these brothers have been directed by 
Kanhoji *Raje Frabhanawalikar to restore to the Golawalikar 
Padhye family the XJpadhyaya vrfcti of Sringarpur and 
Saiigameswar, which the Purohita brothers had appropriated 
and enjoyed for some seven or eight years previously during 
the absence of the male working members of Padhyes in 
Benares. ?he contention of the Purohita brothers that 
they were Rajapurohita and hence they were entitled to 
enjoy the vrtfci of all the state employees did not stand 
the contemporary evidence. The Rajapurohita's vrtti 
at Sringarpur and Sangame&war, so far as it con- - 
cerned the families of the chiefs at those places ( i. e. 
Sirkes)»was not, however, contested by Padhyes and it seems 
that the Ptirohifca family continued to enjoy it. The restora- 
tion^ Padhye's vrfcfci was at last complied with. No more 
information of Haribhata is available elsewhere. 

There is no mention of Damodarabhata in the Nivada- 
patra, nor has any contemporary evidence been traced as yet 
about him. The earliest reference to Damodarabhata is to 
be found in the Dana-patra 80 of 29th December 1684. In 

$<r tot stm 3135W %h?® m , wrstft srn qWferer. 

eJ?r m #rer fin an^SfNisr^H' 

smSiSr st% t^ ^TTqft %rm &. ?° *ri| fl%rar $m "— 

[pp. 338-42, Lekhanka 340, 23— Golawalikar Padhye, BhSrata ItibSsa 
Saip^odbaka Mandala Svlya-granthamala, no. 33 — " SivScharitra 
SShitya", Khanda TI, Poona, 1930]. 

30. DSnapatra by SambbSjl EajS I, dated 29lb December 1684; 

^sh^^wfh u^qrrt: ?f% ?^o^^5^5F ?? ^# %r<& v)m% 

ZRW 5Pc5^T-*" —Unpublished; Potdar's Collection, 
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this, Damodarabhata is mentioned as the son of Haribhata, 
and his Purohita family is said to belong to Kausuka Got*a 8 
Bk>siakhma branch and to be resident of SangamefiJwar 
town. A confirmation of all these family details is secured 
in another Danapatra of 13th May 1694 S1 . The family deity 
is given as Slfcanayaka ( Ramaehandra ). In these two docu- 
ments we get the link between Haribhata and "Damodara- 
bhata as also that of Damodarabhata and Kesavabhata. The 
fact that Damodarabhata is not appearing in the dispute 
with the Golawalikar Padhyes and also in the great assembly 
of Panditas S2 held at Rajapur in 1664 A. B. gives reason to 
believe that the life period of Damodarabhata might be 
between 1590 and 1664 A. D. . The Purohita family belongs 
to Karhada Brahmin caste. 

Life sketch of Kesava : Kesavabhata's early life and 

attainments are yet unknown. His wife's name was Anna- 
purnabai and she survived him till after 18th March 1725 s *, 
KeSavabhata left behind him two sons, Ramachandrabha^a an d 
Vitfchala alias Dhondabhata 84 . Although the native-place of the 
Purye Purohita family has been mentioned as Sangame^war 
town in the documents quoted above, Kesavabhata appears 



31. Dana-patra by Bajarsma I, dated 12th May 1694; 
^q^HMRFT ^fRCT— ^?1% ?W mWP 3? %ft **&$* %SW *tfp 

?v m^m s^t^^H^^i^q-^Kvrft^i^ qT%w?pTC otw- 

...^... J? — Unpublished: Potdar's Collection. 

32. " Syenavljatinirnaya » : pp. 293-305 [notes 18 and 50], 

33. KaulnamS issued from MSrnale Dabhol on 18th March 1725 to 
AnnapurnSbai widow of Kedavabbata bin Damodarbhata Purohita : 

OTwfl% ^M^i^i^rf ^m\ srgr vm% 5?rrti% £i?f . % *ftr 3ti?t§>. $r<?fr 

spSft SRSwrft ^3FT *TC sfTCfr gwiRFFi' ... 7 '— Unpublished: Pot- 
dar's collection. 

34. Jathanam3 of 10th October 1854 in Mr. P. K. Gode's Collec- 
tion and other papers in Prof. D. V. Potdar's Collection still 
unpublished. 
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to have been staying at Rajapur in 1664 AJX Ss . The Purohita 
families, dependent on Sirkes of the Prabhanawali kingdom, 
had to lose all they had at SangameSvar and Sriiigarpur, 
when these places were captured by Sivaji in the first 
fortnight of February and on 29th April 1661 respectively. 
Subsequently, perhaps when met at the Rajapur assembly 
( 1664 A. D, ), Ke^avabhata appears to have gained the favour 
of Sivajl through Raghunath .Panditaraya, 36 and while under 
his patronage he was probably having his abode at Rayagad. 
He visited Benares sometime before 1674 A. D. in order to 
secure the sanction of the Benares Panditas and especially 
that of Gagabhata to the coronation of Sivajl. 27 He might 
have accompanied Sambhajl Raja and other members of 
Sivajl's family to Sriiigarpur, but he appears to have his 
residence all along with the Maratha King or at the Maratha 
capital, Rayagad, till it was shifted to Panhala 58 when 
Rajaram I halted there prior to his journey to the Karnatak 
October 1689 ). Rajaram left Panhala for Jinji on 14th 
September 1689 and Ke&avabhata attended him in person 
in the journey S9 . Kesavabhata stayed in Karnatak in 
Rajaram's camp till after 12th May 1694. 40 

35. " Syenavl-jStl-niranya ", in which it ib stated: " 

n^WTOR %5TO ^ ^r^%#T: | " [p. 295, notes 18 and 50], 

36. Govinda Kavindra, in his l( Antipurana" (same adhySya), has 
described this event after &irke's flight; '^l^n^cT^f ^JTIc^^^ttiT^K^' 
TTrTRl^ nrT^TR mM Trffiq^ II ^ n " Tf§FTT^R¥ VIE fTOH SffiRnSTO*?; I 
^WT^" spPTTct, ^WTOIS" ^V^ H?mi" [ note 15 ]. Please also see 
note 25 in connection with the Savalekar Purohita branch ; and 
for dates of capture of Sriiigarpur, etc., Jedhe Sakavali and 
pp. 313-23, Adhy&ya 31, "Siva-Bharata" by Kavlndra Pararnananda, 
edited by S. M. Divekar, Poona, 1928. 

37. Vide notes 53 and 54. 

38. P. 39, verses 26-7, Trtiyah Sargah, and p. 42, verses 14-5, 
Chatnrthah Sargah of "BSjSrSma-oharifcam" [note 13], 

39. *Pp. 41-2, verses 1-16, Chaturthah Sargah of " BSjBrSmar 
charitam [note 13]. 14th September was the VijaySda^aml-day. fhis 
was taken as the auspicious day for praySna. K&jSrSma actually left 
PanhSla on 26fch September 1689 - Jedhe Sakavali. 

40. D&na-patra of 12th May 1694 [note 31], 
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Ke&avabhata in his " RajarSma-charitam " described 
himself as : 

rF^srwf hr^h wmi i$mv$ $f%: iivi 

Date of death: The Jathanama records the date of Kesava- 
bhata's death as Saka 1640 Phalguna Suddha 2 ( i. e. Tuesday, 
10th February 1719) 42 and that of his son Ramachandrabhata 
as Saka 1625 ( ? month ) Suddha 3 ( 1703 A. D. ), The latter 
is apparently wrong as the Maratha Kings and officials 
continued addressing Ramachandrabhata till 15th Febru- 
ary 1725 43 . Similarly the date of Kesavabhata's death 



41. P. 30, verses 5-7, Prathaniah Sargah, '* Raj arama-chari tain" 
[note 13]. 

42. Jathanama of 10th October 1854, and p. 242, Vol. XX 
"Annals of the B. 0. R. Institute" [note 21]. 

43. Ajnyapatra of Suhur San Khamas Ashareen Mays wa Alaf, 
Cha. 12, JamSdilakhir (Monday, 15th February 1725) — Unpublished: 
Potdar's Collection. 

As, however, Ramachandrabhata has not been mentioned in 
the Kaulanama- of 18th March 1725 [note 33] but his children 
and hi 8 mother Anna pur nabsi, it may be that his death occurred 
some time before or between 15th February and 18th March 
1725, and on Thursday the 5th March 1725 (Chaitra Suddha 2 Saka 
1647 VisvSvasu Samvatsara) if the tithi mentioned In the Jatha- 
nSma* is correct. This conclusion would prove to be correct only if 
the order was written and issued while Ramachandrabhata was pre^ 
sent in the camp. The contents of the Ajnyapatra, however, are 
not precise on this point. The order simply contains the men- 
tion of RSmachandrabhata's oral complaint to SShu Raja" at his 
camp at Mahimatgada* The Ajnyapatra contains the following : 

" 3?r§nq^-*^3na% m\ % araq?, ® n sronffciw %. srr. *r. *r. 

%mm 3TTofrr%it tQhh'i^ gwfir^acT i%frr %^ #t 3tftot qfrcrsr ^aft 
%eflw€r *i*ttcpt «rtt *ffro ^% gpFPft ^wt%m *r ^m ^mr ^#$fr 

^ *m m^m$ toto^ w? wen r%yr. eWPflSf *ng;*jt crrcrai£ * xm^t 
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is'incorrect because in the Ajny apatra 44 issued by' Sambhajl-Ii , 
dated Tuesday, 25th February 1718, Ke&avabhata is said to 
have died long before that date. The fact that a Takidpatra 45 
of 13th April 1703 in the matter of enjoyment of the rights 
acquired by KeSavabhata has been issued in the name of 

rlfaisft fl§T sr ?WP$i W^r *[§t qpjft ...."—[ Unpublished — Potdar'a 
Ootlection]. It seems, therefore, probable that BSmachandrabhata's 
death might have occurred sometime during the period between the 
date of his oral complaint to &a*hu Ksja; and the date of the Kaula- 
nSma" to Annapurrjta"ba"L 

44. Ajnyapatra of Sambhaji II of R2jas*aka 44, Heinalambi 
Sarnvatsara, Phalguna Buddha 7 Bhomyavasare (25th February 1718): 

" *w%?*i£ 3?#t « . • . gp#r m$^\ ^frfis skhtst s#nr. ^ m %?# 
im^ %3m? fc srf ?r m srw %?^ snw #t^fr%ctt a^to ^ig^f 
[%n%n ^TTofr *ffc& qptnsr *i*r?ft %e*r^w wfr ( Sivaji ) eraoS f^?- 
* ItTh ^ifR <*rftr ^t %<m? ^esr. c4isri %*fe<T flwfr %*rr3?r *T§r qicrraarft 
fltrsr jarroMt r*rHr $<rr %qrrf5 ^o?r. wtr: m^wr ti^t# %?oti# 
^pf[ ( Bajsrama I ) **3ftqi$ 3rem c*nOTc3 ^gjff #fa f^. ^?# ^ *fa 

fornix *frc& if rcrarffr *ri% sfr pk ^ie5ft% ^% ^^1% ^ft'Tt 

tw^ ^? *?wt %^m %n^r ^r^r ^gt^r ^^rrafr . - - irlf-qo^rft .... 

?3?T gffiTH [ note SI ] W$r\ %f. rTO %^*RT t%R qi^fe. PTi% P" 
gpf # jfW^reT ^%^T %?TOTOr *3T«?r (Bajarama I) %sfrif?f 3Wtf rWWSr 
t%FH* WW flfft c*tNi #? 1%^ W^ %e5f. ?W8 ^T5T4} T%^I3fHM 

f rsfr ( Sivaji II ) ^nersTTOn? ~ c ^ ? ^ * r tfa 1^ *feffaft srcraf ffr nrc 

tfi|c5t3TJt q3£!OTI% ipspft r?I%f %% ... TS^ft ... "— Unpublished : 

Potdar's Collection. 

Mr. Gode's date o£ correspondence for Saka 1640 Pbalguna, 
Buddha 2 as 22nd February 1718 [p. 242, " Annals "—note 21] given 
in his article is not correct. It should be 10th February 1719. 

The sanada-patra of 20th March 1718 (Raja£aka 44, Vilambi 
Sarnvatsara, Chaitra Buddha 1, BhriguwSsare ) also confirms 

the contents of the Ajnyapatra of 25th February 1718, " 

*l»rt5<TfsH ^lUiT — «n% ^riq"%?# ^ %?(*&•£ |l% ... " —Unpublished: 
Potdar*s Collection. 

45, T5kid-patra: BSjasaka 34, Sarvadhari Sarnvatsara, Vai&Skba 
Suddha 4, Bhauma^?Esare (13th Aprill708)~- Unpublished: Potdar's 
Collection. 
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ttamachandrabhata suggests that Ke^avabhata was not alive 
on this date even. Again the Parwanl-danapatra 46 granting 
certain vrtti rights issued on 8th August 1703 contains no 
reference to r v Ke&avabhata although his son Ramachandrabhata 
has been mentioned along with Somanathabhata Katre and 
other Panditas of Sangamesiwar. All this evidence shifts back 
the date of KeSavabhata's death to sometime between May 1694 
and August 1703. The AjmyEpatra of 25th February 1718 
relates : "Then Kesavabhata died. You his son also after his 
death attended on and served his father ( Rajarama I ) in the 
JinjJ country and acquired his particular favour..* ". This 
statement gives reason to believe that Kesavabhata must have 
died long before Rajarama I left Jinji. Rajarama left JinjI 
about 26th December 1697 and reached Khelna (Visalgad, now 
in the Kolhapur State) on 22nd February 1698 47 . Thus accord- 
ing to the information given by Ramachandrabhata to Sahu 
Raja, Ke^avabha^a's demise must have taken place sometime 
between May 1694 and December 1697. If the Phalguna 
Suddha 2 mentioned in the Jathanama as the tithi of KeSava- 
bhata's death was the day of the anniversary traditionally 
observed according to the Hindu custom is correct, the 
probable dates would be Tuesday ,5th February 1695, Monday, 
24th February 1696 or Saturday, 13th February 1697. 
Srlkarachary a's first letter issued in his capacity as Panditar&o 
yet known is dated 2nd October 1696, and as he was junior to 
Kesavabhata in service and office, E*e&avabhata*s death may 
have occurred before Srikaracharya was made Panditarao. 

Professional activities : By family profession, Ke&ava* 
bhata was Rajapurohita or Purohita, and in the contemporary 
"work " Budhabhusana " the characteristics of Rajapurohita 
are given as : " h^wi ^TF*TI? I 

46. Vrttz-patfa; Bsja^aka 30, SubhSnu Saxpvatsare, Sravana 
Suddha 7, KavivSsare (8th August 1703)— Unpublished: Fotdar's 
Collection. 

47. Gadadhar Pralhsda ^akavali ; $:66 t u Sivacharitrapradlpa " 
by D. V. Afcte and S, M. Divekar, Poona, 1928. 

4 
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But, as we learn from the nivadapatra of 1600 A. D.» the^ 
Purohifca family was actually practising Upadhyaya vrtti 
at Sahgameswar and Sriiigarpur. Ke^avabhata was himself 
known as Upadhyaya, though he had the good fortune of 
resuming his family Purohifcatva when Sivajl made his way 
to establish a Hindu Rajya. The characteristics of Upadhyaya 
as recognized by the assembly of Panditas of 1664 were : 

Kesavabhata must, as was then customary, have acquired 
the necessary instruction ( santha ) and practice from his 
father in his Upadhyaya vrtti in the early age of his life, and 
during the life of his father and after, Eesavabhata carried 
on his profession as the "head of the family. He appears to 
have been sufficiently established himself by about 1664 A, D, 
to be recognized for invitation to attend such an important 
assembly 5 ° of the learned Panditas of the time as was held by 



48. P. 48, verse 215 of Dwitlyodhyayah, Bajamti, " BudhabhB- 
§ana " [ note 12]. 

49. P. 295, " §yenavl*jati-rifrnayah 7 ' [ note 18 ]. 

50. I quote below the pertinent extract from the "Sye^avl-jatr- 
nirnayah " [note 18] giving the names of the Panditas present at the 
assembly : '<3T# %^Rf3TT fl^f iT^^cOT^Rmr%%^^r^trr e^ , 

wraf %m: qr&rfr: m 
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Slvajl at R&japur for deciding upon the rights of Syenavls. 
Here he is mentioned as TJpadhy ay a ■ resident of Rajapur. 
Kesiavabhata had thus the personal contact with the learned and 
renowned Panditas such as^ Gagabhata, Kavindra Parama* 
nanda, Ananta, Mahadeva Sesa. Kesiavabhata's grandfather 
showed sympathies towards the Syenavls and Devarukhe 
Brahmins as against Golawalikar Padhyes, and Ke6ava- 
bhata's participation in this assembly has had great influence 
on his life, and was perhaps the cause of the more liberal 
and rational views he held in all the caste disputes oy 
gramanyas in the times of SivajL 

fn%rr: f?i#*53J *s*rot 591%: i ^fsc qwr^t *nfl$TO *Hs<t* u * w 

«feffar: ^3^*1 ^^ftctcitc 1 w ^1 tot|*t ?^: sr$ifi3" 11 
«Ffif§TOfifi5iflf &f^rcrf§pr: * " 

• The " SyenavljStinirnaya " is said to have beenfrecorded in order 
to convey the substance of the decision given by Gagabhata and 
others in the Sabha or Darbar of &vajl Eajs ( TmWf^W f^rr 
fafapra^, \ . . . HSR* ^TTW^ SH^riffi !%*?# ). Unfortunately, 
the name of the author is lost in a lacuna in the copy of s'aka 1734, 
A^vabhiijlNavamyam MandawSsare (§f%- ^^ 3FSgf§j ^ sfepzff ^ff^ 
i. e. 14th October, 1812 A. D. . The, day on NawamI was however, 
Wednesday and not Saturday) preserved in the Sanskrit Pustaka 
Saigrahalaya of Rljapur. This copy was made from the one owned 
by Gropal Yape^war Gurjar of the well-known Chir jar a Upa"dhy&"ya 
family of the place. The date of the compilation of the Mrnaya is 

mentioned in the body as: "^fr^ff^TC ^^l^^^^W^.. " 

This corresponds to April 1664 or 1724 A. D,, but, as Kavindra 
ParamSnanda, G-Sgabhata and others were present at the assembly, 
the former year has to be accepted. 
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G-ovinda Kavlndra Informs us thai; Ke£avabhata came 
in contact with Eaghunathabhata at Rajapur. This fact he 
mentions after his description of the flight of Sirke ( 1661 
A, B. ). Thereafter, Eaghunathabhata appreciated Ke&ava- 
bhata*s learning and other merits and took him into the service 
of Sivajl (1664 A.D.). 51 Kesiavabhata appears to have continu- 
ed as an assistant to Raghunathapandita Panditarao 5& for 
some time. In this position KesJavabhata had occasions 
enough to widen his friendly circle as also his influence at 
the Mara"tha capital. He developed good relations with 
Bajajl A vajl Chitnis and other state officials. Soon he rose to 
eminence and secured the confidence of the Chitnis group, to 
which Panditarao was himself attached. Balajl Avajl Chitnis - 
took him into his confideracy and sent him to Benares, 
sometime between June 1673 and February 1674 s3 along 

It seems that the decision given by the Benares Panditas in the 
Coital e Bhata case' (Devarukhe Brahmin), and G^gabhata's rational 
views in that assembly [1659 A. D. ] must have encouraged the 
attempt for the consideration of the Syenavis' dispute in the 
Konkan. Ke^avabhata's grandfather showed sympathies towards 
the Syenavis as long ago as 1600 A. D. , The arguments made to 
support the case of Syenavis* rights to all Samskar^s are not only 
rational but were definitely designed for the reconstruction of the 
society rather than solidifying it on orthodoxial lines, and were parti- 
cularly directed to emphasise the need for the establishment of a 
Hindu Rajya in order to protect the religious?and communal rights and 
privileges. The rational spirit so engendered remained dormant 
particularly in the priesthood of this part of the Maharastra, whose 
supreme efforts were alone responsible for facing the orthodox 
section in the settlement of the disputes between the orthodox 
Brahmins on the one part and Ka"yastha"s, Devarukhes, Daivajfiya's, 
Syenavis and Mar5tha"s on the other, and thus uniting the whole of 
the Hindu community of the Deccan, with ever decreasing caste 
prejudices and vanity for birth superiority, during the s'ivai&bl 
period or the latter part of the Seventeenth century. 

51. Vide note 36. 

52. Baghunathapandita entered into Sivajfs service in 1661, 
was made Panditarao in 1665 and died some time before s'ivSjfs 
coronation in 1674, Please see 'Note on Baghunathapandita Panclia- 
rSto' [Appendix 1], 

53. Pp. 546-8. "Marathyanchya" ItihSsSchr Ssdhauen," Khanda 
SabavS by V. K. Bajawade, 



• ii 

with Bhalachandrabhata and Somanatha Katre to argue with 
the well-known Panditas there the case of Sivajfs right 
to coronation and his competency to assume the kingly 
sceptre recognised by the accredited priesthood of established 
authority and learning in India and duly sanctified by the 
appropriate religious mantric and tantric ceremonies. KeSava- 
bhata was not, however, quite successful in his mission, 
which gave him a slight set back in his career during the 
period of Sivajl. 54 

The circumstances, however, soon changed and Sivajl 
was forced to have a second coronation ceremony performed 
on 16th September 1674 for some deficiencies in the execu- 
tion of the religious ceremonies of the first coronation 
designed and arranged for, as a mafcfcer of compromise, by the 
Brahmin group led by MoropantPingale.Balanxbhata, Baghu 
nathapandxfc Joslrao Amafcya Kalyanakar 55 and Annajl Datfco, 
then in ascendency. 56 The betrayal of Gagabha^a from his 

54. P. 14, "GrSmanyachs Sadyanta Itihasa" by K.S. Thackerey, 
Dadar, 1919; pp. 158-9, Sri Malbara R&maraokrt " Sri Sivachhatra- 
patiche Sapta-prakaranatmaka Oharitra"; p. 11, KSyastha Prabhufichl 
Bakbar, "Kayastha Prabhu&chya ItibSsaficbl Sadbanen ", Anka2; 
p. 160, 'Balsjl Avaji', "Prabhuratnainala, Prathama Q-uchba" by S. G, 
Mujumdar, Baroda, 1896. 

55- EaghunSthapandit Joslrao Amatya was a native of Kalyan 
and Chitpawan Brahmin. He led two grftmaiiya"s against Prablms, 
tbe first against Ba"l5jlJ5.va]I and the second against RaghnnStharao 
Prabbu Mabadkar then residing at Kalyan. These grSmanyaa were 
decided and set aside by Raghuna"thapandita Panditarao in 1669 
and 1672 A. D. . 

56. Jedbe and other Sakavatls. There were two parties in 
this Rajyabhfs.eka-prakarana is beyond doubt and almost all the 
Bakharka*rs and otber writers do mention this fact. I quote a 
Marathi translation of an extract taken from the Dutch Records-— a 
contemporary and unbiased .source — dated 13th October 1674 : 

( *rcisHK ) smft tri?r ®im ( ^3?t ) fncffir &% %wrt?hR w<ttmt ss? 
^rot cp^f ^jtr ?nf?5 Epiw arrqwrar m irnflH wf# 3*$ft ?m ffifH %$t. p% 
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original rational ideas and progressive spirit was believed to be 
the cause of several mishaps and calamities that overwhelmed 
Sivaji during the very short interval between the first and the 
second coronation 5T . Thesecalamities, too severe and multipli- 
ed as they were, compelled Sivajl to give way to Japakaa 
to power, whose influence thenceforward dominated all the 
religious performances that took place in the Bhonsala family. 
These Japakas supported by the Chitnis group (as a matter of 
revenge for the mischief played by Raghunath Jo&'s group ) 
were further patronized by Sambhajl simply because of his 
insecure position as regards his own heirship to the throne 
and the favourable effects assured as the result of the 
ceremonies arranged and designed by them. The descensions 
at Sivajfs capital gathered undesirable intensity through 
Sivajfs weakness towards his wife Soyarabal, the check on 
whose party so far exercised was relaxed by the deaths of 
Sivajfs ( fourth ) wife* who partook In the first coronation, 

3ta$ flStf^ %5T5T 3#cT, STlPT 3# ST^lM 5 * fft" 51%c5 aft |?R1*fl^ 

*%m t§^. ifajf w? s#r sHcfsrrigrtnr i^rrsfr sf <s mwm qfar fforrc ?nff, 
3t^i ww *&m 3*ift mm® ^otr* *r^ t ^m^ <*$t <&& $m§ ®m 
%3^r ? Tfean ^hM* ssptt mv^ ijsSft mm %m mv%i% ®m e ^m 

§<# [i.e. Thread-ceremony was performed — Jedhe and other Saka- 
va]is], snsrqpfNt $N %^TO fftj ^ zttWW^l ( @5T) WW smqm 
(Sts&tot 2T^i * ?# ' i ^ #Rcfr. fr *te afar *JF*r ^rr. <rtg r*nfaft wr 
g?sqrf^ [Gagabhata] 3?iror WfS 1 l?efr. [ Probably this refers to the 
samantraka marriage ceremony performed on 30th May after 
soflamnnja ], arnfif l%Fsfi? Wm ^° ° °. |PT ^#8" f|&. 1^ j^Rj RH^? $WK 
sp^PT ?^ooo ffrspfrtf qrp- f^ ^% 3TfSRW ^TR^ T%? I^TrT 

—[pp. 504-5, ''Sivakmrn-Patra-Saro-Sangraha (,Sako 1488 to 1604)," 
Trisat S&mvatsarika Siva Smaraka Granthawali, Sake 1851, publi- 
shed by Sivacharitra KSryalaya, Poona, 1930 ]• 

57. $akSwalis; pp. 29-40, "SriBirarEjyalmiseka-kalpataru" by 
Niscbalpnri CfcTaTayanabhata Govind Barwe ?) edited by B,V. Apte and 
Rao Bahadur K. N. Dikshit, " B. L S. Mandaia Quarterly ", Vol. X, 
no. 1 (March, June 1929), Poona; pp. 4-8, "AitihSsika June 
Lekha, Pustaka III" by B. S. Kuikarni, Bombay, 1920; pp. 16-8, 
" GrSmanySchB SSdyanta ItibSsa" by K.S, Thaekerey, Bombay W$* 
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and his mother JFijabal, who had shown distinct inclination 
and perhaps partiality towards Sambhajf s cause. Kesavabhata 
apparently took the opportunity to join the adherents of 
Sambhajl and thus recovered his position with added 
importance and respect; for his literary achievements by the 
time Sambhajl assumed the administration of the country 58 . 

Soon after the death of Sivajl and Sambhajl' s holding 
the reins of his father's kingdom, Kesavabhata was made 
Panditarai and was actually entrusted with the duties of 
Danadhyaksya, It seems, the work on Nlti was completed 
by him about this time* 59 

We are not informed of what role he played in the 
coronation ceremonies of Sambhajl, but Govinda Kavlndra 
informs us that he led the Putrest! Yajnya which was 
performed by Sambhajl. This event took place sometime 
before Sahu's birth ( 18th May 1(J8£ ), andSahu is said to 
be the favour of God through this Yajnya. This Yajnya 
was performed with the assistance of Sivayogi and other 
Siddha Japakas. 60 

The next reference to Kesavabhata is in the Danapatra 
of Sambhajl Raja dated 29th December 1684 61 by which he 
gave Kesavabhata certain Dana in laris for "q^WFM 
3JHFOTW*T *'*Mhx» on JRf^^ffct H?N3tSt ". This gift has been 
attested by Moreswar Panditarao Danadhyaksya and Kab 
KalasaOhandogamatya. The purpose of the gift is repeated as ; 

*TPff Mkwi^uiAMtow WF $$$ " in a confirmatory sanad of 25th 
March 1692 by Rajaram Chhatrapati. 62 In a later document 

58. G-ovinda Kavlndra's " AnaptirSigia" [note 15]; also sarga3 of 
"B5j3ram-charitam" [ note 13]. 

59. Vide note 23. 

60. Last portion of -Ke^ava-mahatmya-adhylya, " Anupurana ?? 
by Govinda Kavlndra [note 15]. 

61. Vide note 30. 

6*2. Sanldpartaj dated laane Tisain va Alaf, 16 Kajab, confirm- 
ing the gift of 1600 laris of Ehamas Samanin — Potdatf's Collection* 



36 

of 7th May -1722 68 it was stated as : " VNfcwgm ^m $$ '\ 
It is difficult to determine what kind of performance was 
this. Later writers have apparently mistaken this to be 
*a recital of the great epic Ramayana'. As the whole 
performance was intended for the Sarikranti ParwanI in 
particular, it must have been designed to afford some special 
tantric values. It does not appear to be a mere recital of an 
abridged story of the great epic or a small act featured for 
the occasion. 

KeSavapandita next appears among the signatories to a 
Suddhipatra of 16fch Maich 1686, 64 in which he attests his 
'sammatam'to his signature. This significant addition to 
his signature confirms the information that he was acting 
as TTpa-panditarai or Danadhyaksya. As Panditarao attests 
his *sammatam' to the King's mandate, probably Upa-pandifca- 
rao or Danadhyaksya has attested his own 'sammatam 9 fco 
the order issued by his chief. Mores war Panditarao. 

Sambhaji was tortured to death by Aurangzeb on 11th 
March 1689 and the Mogul army made a vigorous drive 
into the Maratha country from all directions. Rajaram and 
chief officials thought it unwise to dhut themselves in 
Rayagad, which, was being besieged. They escaped to 

63. Sanada issued to Ramachandra Ke^ava Purobit: Rsj- 
Saka 49, Subbakrt Samwatsare, Jestha Suddha 3, Mandawasar© : 

"^rm^n^^^T3i[# R?%5m&r1 qfrcrsr *r.$. ^pftsrro tier ?*rt% 

c^m c3n% g§r imw 5^or mat %c? • • • " — Potdar's Collection. 

64. &uddhi-patra of 16th March 1686 issued by UjSdhyes and 
MoresVar Panditaraya Danadhyaksya to Deahmukhs, Deshpandes 
and Jyotisis, Upa"dhyes and samasta Vedamtlrti of Harsul, Prant 
Aurangabad and sarnasta Maharashtra, Konkana De^astha Vidwadvai* 
dika Grahasthas Gosavis in the matter of reconversion to Hinduism 
of Gangadhar Raiiganatha Kulkarni of Harsul-— [pp. 36-8, Lekhaaka 
40, " MarSthyanchya Itihasacbl SSdhanen, " Khanda SwS, by V. K. 
Rajawade— GrantbamSla Series (Kolhapur, 1903)]. In this letter, 
among 13 Upa"dhyes and 11 officials, KetSavapandita signs third on 
the side of the UpSdhyes as "qpft %$& qf§<W " without any desig- 
nation or seal, the first signatory being: More^war Paoditarai, second * 
Kavi Mahesadas. 
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PanhalS, but here also they found the enemy too strong. 
It was, therefore, considered proper to escape to JinjI country 
to gather force against Aurangzeb. The journey was, 
however, through the enemy country and was most insecure, 
All possible precautions were being taken for safe journey 
and special invocations to gods and goddesses were not being 
omitted. KeSavapandita was required to lead the perfor- 
mance of Biiwasakha worship of goddess Bhavanl. This 
worship was called Bilwa&akhaprabodhanavrata and was 
expected to help spiritually to make his journey quite safe 
and successful. Kesavapandita himself describes the 
event as : 

OTFST JpT TT ^ftl^TF&Hft f$ in l II 

*3 %n K^^Mrr w&&3 mfcm n n n 

mi gjifl: ^c? ^srfsnft *vz® tfi: n w is 
ISPS?! *T v&ffci sfg tqt i%g *rf%g; 5 

*rWTT: f^T^RT ^TFT^t ^jfe*!^ I - II \* tl 

The worship seems to have been performed on the eighth 
day of Nawaratra, i.e. on 12th September 1689, at Panhala. 65 

< On the Dasara or Vijayadasaml day, the 14th of Septem* 
ber 1689, Bajarama underwent the departure ceremony, 
when Kesavapandit along with others sung the swastyayana 
rituals and wished a successful journey to him. 66 

65. Sarga three, "lfcajSrSm-charitam" [note 13], 

66, See verse 15, Sarga 4, u Ra"jara"ra-charitam* , which runs ; 

il iS^fc ftf^TO ^i^lmtr^r: i-h-?m ii n [note 13], 

5 



Although the ceremonious departure of Rajaram and his 
followers took place on 14th September, they actually left 
Panhala on 26th September and reached Veloron 28th October. 
Rajaram was, on his way to JinjI, at Ghenapatam on 20th 
December 1689. As Ke&avapandita describes the journey on 
4fch January 1690 with particular details of religious cere- 
monies performed by Rajaram on certain sacred rivers, it 
appears that Ke&avapandita accompanied Rajaram and 
attended on him in person. 67 

Ke&avapandita describes the date of. his compilation 
of "Rajaram-charitam" as: 

*££$ *wn% ^W^ mf% u i o u 

This corresponds to 4th January 1690. In the five sargas , 
Ke&avapandita has mainly described the happenings at 
Fanbala and those while on journey to JinjI. 68 As "Rajaram- 
charitam" has been published separately in a book form, it is 
not intended here to enter into further details about the work. 
The last mention of Ke^avapandifca yet traceable is that 
in the Danapatra 69 issued by Rajaram from his court at JifijI 
dated 12th May 1694. It, however, adds no more informa- 
tion to our knowledge about his professional life. 

Parabhukatha - a spurious document: My friend Mr 
P. K. Gode, as I have already mentioned before, has 
tried to fix the identity of KeSavapandita, , the author 
of " Rajaram-charitam " with one KeSavapandita, the 
author of a small composition entitled "Parabhukatha" or 
" Parabhu Kayasthanam Kulacharanirnay ah " ( q^^5^T W^SJ 
q^^R r 4Frf fcSWKH'W: ). He has already published the text 
of this work in extenso. 70 In assigning this work to 



67. See verses 31-2, Sarga 4, and 16-7 of Sarga 5, '« Ra*ja"ra"m~ 
charitam " [note 13]. Jedhe and other 6aklEwalis. 

68. Sarga 1, " Rsj Sram-ehari tarn 75 [note 13]. 

69. Vide note 31. 

70. « Some verses about the KJCyastha-Prabhus, composed by 
Ke^avapandita by the order of King Sarribbaji, son of SivK% C. A, 
D, 1675'— pp. 235-48, « Annals of the B. O. R. Institute. Poona" 
Vol. XX, Poona, 1940. 
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Ee^avapandita, the following colophons were mainly 
relied upon: 

To5T%cmi/ J and 

Mr. Gode's conclusions in regard to the authorship of 
this composition are : 

"(1) The title of the verses taken together was 

(2) The verses were composed by Ke6avapandita by 
the order of Sanabhuraj or Sambhajl in consul- 
tation with other learned men of the court of 

Sainbhajl, 

(3) The verses were copied by one Eamachandra 
Jyotirvid or JosI of Kalyana in siaka 1597 or 
A. D. 1675 [ 17th March 1675 to 4th March 1676 ]. 

The year of the Kalyana copy of Ke6avapandita*s 
work viz. A. D. 1675 fsaka 1597) seems to show that 
this copy was prepared in the very year in which 

the Prabhu-gramanya of 1597 took place 

I am inclined to believe that Xe&avapandifca who 
composed the verses under discussion is indentified 
with Kesjavapandita the author of the RajarSm- 
charita published by Mr, V. S. Bendrey. *' 

*7L In the B. 0. R. I. manuscript no, 567, the following occurs 
for this portion of the colophon: "%q g qtlfrTOg^lft WI^ \ 

72. A manuscript in the Limaye Collection of the B, 0. R. 
Institute; B. 0. R. I. manuscript no. 567 of 1883-4; and "Prabhu 
Hatha'.* from the B. L S» Maudaja, Poona. This part of the colophon 
is written in the top margin of folio 11 of manuscript no. 567* 



46 

There are only 33 verses In the composition. The text 
of all copies is hopelessly corrupt and ungrammatical. The 
colophons copied above are the versions corrected by 
Mr. Gode. In all there are nob less than 36 corrections in 
33 simple and descriptive verses. 

The late Mr. V. K. Bajawade, in his paper " «ff *TT*TFF?5Ff 
RTTO^sRTRcT 3 ^^^*H^fr " 7S had placed the same reliance on 
"this spurious and antidated " Parabhu-katha " n especially 
because the contents of this " Katha " were found incorporat- 
ed in a letter of Sankaracharya issued to some 75 Brahmins 
in connection with the gramanya incited by the Thatte-Natu 
group. In my paper " SRTsft, ^ % <5T - ^TTcfT Wftsfi h^rr 
qffi ^rsq-rcFfaT q" JTO3T %, wi^'" read in the Mneth Sammelan of 
the Bharata Itihasa Samsodhaka Mandala ( 1921 ), I pointed 
out that the letter was one forcibly taken from the Sankara- 
charya in 1829 by the Thatte group and that, as soon as the 
Sankaracharya was free to express his real opinion, he issued 
another letter 75 in 1830 denouncing the previous letter, 
declaring that it was given under threat and confirming the 
rights of Chandrasenlya Kayasthas as decided by Gagabhata 
and*Sivaji 76 . It is signifi9ant that the letter so disowned by 

73. Pp. 27-49/ "Chaturtha Sammeiana Vitta of Sake 1838, " 
B. I. S. Mandaia Sweeya GranthamalaY no. 18, Poona, 1917. 

74. This copy of the "Parabhu-katha" n has been supplied by 
Mr. K. K. Patankar of Rajapur to the BhSrata Itihasa SamSodhaka 
Mandala. 

75. Original copies of both the letters with seals of Sankara- 
charya etc. were obtained from the KSthewad-Divanaji's Sangraha of 
Baroda and exhibited at the Navama Sammeiana of the B. I. S* 
Mandaja presided by the late Rao Bahadur E. N. Sane. 

76. Tho pertinent portions from the second letter of Saiikarfi- 
charya is quoted below ; 

" ^cgfcnS^ ^F^%% SFPWHt tlt*S|Rf fiFWn^r* «T^ mm$\ WW- 

q*ft##T fisSNr ( mm wtffis ) sfr qt *r srrcfcaran w 
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^ankaracharya, the Katha and the copies of certain Smrti- 
granthas then prepared by the Thatte group all agree in 
their readings of certain quotations from the Sahyadrikhanda 
and other authorities, which readings differ from those in 
the older and other copies available elsewhere. I then 
expressed my conviction that not only that there was no 
reason for Sivajl to refer the matter to Sambhajl as Sivajl had 
issued ere long definite orders on this point and also because 
the Ksyatriyatwa of Marathas was duly established and 
recognised by then, but Sambhajl could not have decided the 
matter in the way he is supposed to have done in this Katha 
and as quoted in the letter forcibly obtained by the Thatte 
group from the then Sankaracharya. I had not then examined 
the Katha from the point of its authorship. Kesiavabhata 
did not attract my or my colleague's attention so much 
at that time. 

I quote my friend Mr. Gode for the brief contents of the 
33 verses of the " Parabhukafcha " : 

" Balajl Prabhu of the Kayastha caste hailed from the 
village Panchvada founded'by Sivajl. He was a scribe to 
Sivajl, Balajl wanted to perform the Munja ceremony of his 
son Khando and made arrangements accordingly. He went 
to Sivajl with an invitation for the Mulja ceremony. Sivajl 
directed Balajl to follow the advice of Sambhajl in this 
matter of the performance of the Munja ceremony of his son. 
He, therefore, approached Sambhajl and invited him to 
attend the ceremony. Sambhajl refused to allow the perform- 
ance of the ceremony, as according to the Sastras the 
KSyasthas could not do so. Thereupon Balajl returned home 
rather disappointed and then dispersed his friends and rela- 
tives that had gathered at his bouse for the Munja ceremony. 
— Ke6ava Pandita composed by royal order these verses 
containing the substance of Sambhajfs advice to Balajl 
Parabhu." 



Please also see photograph copies published in "Oh&ndrasenXya 
Kayastha Prabhu Gramanya Prakaraiiantlla PSncba Assala AjfiyS- 
patren" edited by T. V. Gupte, Poona, 1911 A further letter of 
SankarScharya of 20th July 1913 also quotes some of the portion 
of the letter of 1830. 
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This composition is perhaps a fine eiample of how and 
in what respects 6 fabricated document prepared at a later 
date fails to satisfy the factual or contemporary test. An 
event of common knowledge and wide publicity seldom 
permits fabrication. The story in this Katha, apart from its 
contents on purely 'religious topic, possessed no public inter- 
est, nor received any place in the political tradition of the 
country. Any information that was preserved in the papers 
of the individual families concerned was not public. The 
event was thus one in which a fabrication was less likely 
to be challenged or publicly disbelieved, A construction of 
a story at a very remote date has, however, to share not only 
the distortion, even though unintentional, of facts but the 
convictions and prejudices of the author and his times, &nd 
these afford clues for determining the non-contemporaneous 
character of the writing and also the age in which it is 
attempted. 

The only information which has apparently reached the 
time of the writer was that some Brahmin officials put obstacles 
in the performance of the thread ceremony of Bajajf s son 
with Vedic mantras, and the dispute was referred to Gagabhata 
at Benares* Gaga's Kayasthadharma-Paddhati (Kayastha- 
dhafma-Pradeep and Kayastha-Dharma-Deepa) were avail- 
able. No more historical details were known on either side. 
It is unriecessary here to go into the religious or social side 
of the dispute. It is not the record but the actual practice 
that decides the issue. The event of the Katha relates to the 
thread ceremony of Khand Prabhu. 77 On the contrary, from 
the original papers 78 available with the Ghitnis and other 
families, it is clear that the only gramanya in which Bajajl 
Avajl Chitnis was individually involved was that in connec- 
tion with the thread ceremony 61 his eldest son Avajl by his 

77. Verses 4, 5 and 10 of the ''Katha " [note 70]. 

78. " Aitihasika-June-Lekha," PUstaka 1 and 2, " Chants Gbara- 
nyichl Saink^Ipta MShitI wa Sanad&patren " and Fnstaka 3 "Chandra- 

.senlya Kayastha Prabhunchya" Gramanyicht Samkslpta Mabitx va 
Ajnyapatren " published by B» S. Kuikarni, Bombay, 1919-20, 
"PrabburatnamalS," by S. QL Mujumdar, Baroda. etc. . 
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first wif e. This gramanya was set right by Sivajl by a 
reference to Benares Panditas. Govindabhata Khedkar* 9 
prepared a case for the Chandrasenlya KayasthSs in his 
" Govindabhatti M and obtained the sammatas of Gagabhata, 
Anantadeva and other Panditas of Benares after discussion 
there. Gagabhata himself compiled " Kayastha dharma-Pra- 
edeepa n80 (this is not to be mixed with the "Deepa" for Sankaraja 
Kayasthas) to support the Chandrasenlya KayasthaV rights, 
Kamalakarabhata also wrote his " Sudrakamalakara " at this 
time. On the strength of these authorities, Raghunatha Pandita- 
rao issued his proclamatory orders of 23rd November 1669 8I 

fsfcffo ftesroft^n Wfte ftfifas §\\t\ rfe wm sttsr sn^ $ *t% 
s-51% im moR' *ifik ^Cfft ^ff srt(T %ft ^ ^r^r ^ ... flsnjQ ti^ct 

tuU."[PP- 2 °-l» < Trabhukuiadrpika"byR.N. Vilekar, Baroda, 1912.] 
Without a confirmatory evidence, it is difficult to connect Trimbaka- 
bbata Khedkar mentioned in Murar Jagadeorao's Da"napatra of 
23rd September 1633 [p. 19, "Sanads and Letters" by GhC. Vad, 1913]. 

■ <f fltfi^S JTt^rf p &r ^ct %sr aaft. %*tfi sigtoft *n°ff g*- 

[p. 9, Kayastha Prabhunchx Bakhar, " C. K. Prabhufichya ItihEalchl 
Ssdhanen," Pustak l t Issue 2, September 1881]. 

80. A manuscript copy of " Kayastha-paddhati or Kayastha- 
dharmapradeepa " in the Baroda Oriental MSS. Library is dated 
Samvat 1727 (1670-1 A.D.). This has been referred to by Baghunatha 
Panditarao in his letter of 18th August 1672 [ note 83], It was 
first printed in 1873 in Bombay. "Kayastha-dharma-deep" was 
written by G&g&bhata after he came to the Deccan and sometime 
after the coronation of Sivaji. Both of these have been republished 
in "K3jaw3dySnchl GSgabhattl" by K. T. Gupte, Poona, 1919. 

81. Letter of RaghunSthapandita PanditarSo d&te.d Sake 1591, 
SaumyanSma Samwatsare, M&rga&ria suddha 11, Sabaina Alafa: 
( 23rd November 1669) : Ci 5(1*^% m m*to$ ftft 5TOTT Wm tffal *fec8f 

#^ *wm $n*ftm ^^m? 7 3*rw # *rc ^rer flttf ^tm c*rfa ^r 
^ ^r. spfcm^fttf wft srpr. ^rtrr mtifti $r *r m\ 9 srrft 3rnt r sttSt. 
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and Siv&ji thus gave protection to Chandrasenlya KayasthSs 
in the performance of their Samskar ceremonies with Vedic 
mantras. Sivajl himself attended Awajfs thread ceremony 
along with his other ministers 82 . Another trouble was created 
by the same Raghunathabhata Joslrao Amatya Kalyanakar at 
Kalyana in the case of the thread ceremony of Raghunatha 
Prabhu's son. Again, Raghunatha Panditarao issued orders 
on 18th August 1672 and saw the ceremony through B K 
Avajl was killed in August 1681 and he left no much personal 
tradition behind. On the contrary .Khando Ballala became 
too well known in history and tradition. Khandojl was born 
' at Rayagad in 1668-69 84 and his thread ceremony was per- 
formed sometime after 1676, not earlier. The Katha : is a metri- 
cal composition and " Khanda " would not take the place of 
" Avail " with due concord with the metre of the verses 85 
where his name is mentioned. This ip not, therefore, an 



OTFRlajr %%?£ ^sr m tf»*r# ^n^pft sn^ft f%#*% itfR ftfcft H%\XFm 

*Tffc§? 35&f^ 3ii| . . . . " [No. 54, p. 14, " Aitihasika-June-Lekha 
Pustaka 3," published byB.S. Kulkami, Dadar, 1920; the issue of 
* { Dlnabandhu" of 1st December, 1906; p. 19, "Gramanyacha* SSdyanta 
ItihSsa" by K.S.-Thackerey, Dadar, 1919; p. 316, <t PrabhuratnamS]a ,, 
by S. G. Mujumdar, Baroda, 1896; etc]. 

82. P. 3, "Materials for the History of the Kayastha Prabbus, 
Book 1," issue 5, December 1881 by B. A. Gtipte, Bombay. 

83. Letter of Raghunftthapandita PanditarSo dated Sake 1594, 
Paridhavinama Samvatsare, Bhadrapada Buddha 6 Sunday, Sahur 
San Salasa Sabain ya Alaf (18th August 1672 ) : "ajfaRortfter %?• 

3^ &T 3?rRc5T. fit ^TFP^ ^^ SfFfOT 3fatf#r #q?f 3T%. *fcrr*£T TOrsft 

spftrr 5^ ?; [p. 21, "GrSmanyachs Sadyanta ItihSBa" by K. & 

Thackerey, Dadar, 1919]. 

84. -P. 214, 'Khauclo Ballsla Chftnts, ' "Prablmratnamala," by 
S. G. Mujumdar, Baroda, 1896. 

85, | Verscp 4, 5 and 10 of "Parabhukatka" [notes 70 and 77]. * 
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error made by a copyist but by the author himself. Such & 
mistake is impossible at the hands of any contemporary 
person : only a writer of the time when Awajl was completely 
forgotten could do it. 

Balajl was supposed to be residing at Pachad. Balajl and 
his family were particularly required to stay at Eayagad 
especially after the gramanya of 1669 86 . Eayagad, however, 
lost all importance as a residential place soon after its capture 
by Aurangzeb. Pachad at the foot of Eayagad became, as 
in the cases of other forts, a place of habitation. Pachad is, 
therefore, wrongly taken to be the place simply because it 
was so in the later Pesavai period. 

By 1675, Balajl Awajl had risen to considerable impor- 
tance and power. Sivajl had offered to make him his 
Pradhan, but he preferred his position as Chitnis for various 
reasons. 87 As the Secretary to the State, practically all the 
administration was in his hands. He was given the right 
of using Palkhl for his conveyance. 88 SivSjl's confidence in 
him was so great that he had become the object of envy 
among the chief officials. In these circumstances, no 
contemporary person connected with the household of 
Sivajl would 89 ever dare to address Balajl so spitefully 
(e.g. srfSr?BRlWt 2H&8R&:) as is done in this Katha. It is only a 
far remote writer who could indulge in ventilating his own 
grievances with such spite and envy. Again, Balajl was 
known to be an astute politician. It is quite improbable 
that he would conduct himself so loosely in this affair as to 
stake his prestige and reputation. 

Sivajl had issued two definite orders of 1669 and 1672 
in the matter discussed in the Katha after a reference to the 

86. In all the papers describing the gramanya of 1668-9 and 
the opposition to the coronation, Stvaji's order to require Balajl 
Chitnis to stay near him and not to mix with other officials is repeated. 

87. fiivsjl's Ijnyapatra of 9th June 1674, p. 17, L " AitihSsika 
June Lekha, Book 1," etc [note 81]. 

88. On 13th October 1673. Saksvali, p.50, "Sivacharitrapradlpa," 
B. I. S. Mandala Puraskrfea Granthamala,-no. 4 by S. M. Divekar, 
Poona, 1925. 

89. Verse 3 of the Katha" [note 70]. 

6 
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highest authority of the Benares Panditas. 90 SivajX got himself 
coronated on 5th June 1674 with Vedio mantras after a 
stubborn and continued opposition by his Brahmin ministers, 
He underwent fche thread ceremony on 29th May 1674 even 
in his old age and got himself remarried on the next day 
with his wife with Vedic mantras in order to establish his 
Ksatriyatwa or rather Dwijatwa. His son Sambhajl also 
underwent thread ceremony on 21st January 1675 imme- 
diately after Sivajf s coronation. In view of all these events, 
it is difficult even to imagine that a straightforward man like 
Sambhajl could blind himself to the actualities and declare 
himself against his own deeds and convictions. It was certainly 
difficult for him to disregard the injunctions of Gagabha^a as 
also the orders of his father in fche matter. True history of 
Sambhajl and his times was not known even to the Bakhar- 
writers of the Pesaval period. They knew that he was versed 
in Sanskrit and was entrusted with some power and admini- 
stration in the kingdom after the coronation. The mistake 
was thus only possible if the Katha is compiled in the later 
Pesaval period, 

From what has been Tecorded above, it is clear that 
Ke&avabhata belonged to Balajf s party and took the lead 
whenever required, A man of his position and so closely 
acquainted with Balajl and his family could ever make the 
mistakes referred to above or would commit* himself so 
grossly" against Balajl. On the contrary, he seems to have 
remained true to his faith and a staunch adherent of Balajl's 
cause even as late as 1691. While mentioning Khando 
Ballal in his " Kajarama-charitam ", he re-affirms his own 
conviction and records the basic fact in favour of the 
Ohandrasenlya Kayastbas' dispute as : 

Ke^avabhata's leanings and convictions were definitely 
against the contents of the Katha and hence it is not correct 
to identify him with the author of the Katha. 

90. Vide notes 81 and 83. 

91. Verse 22, Sarga 4, "BSjarSm-chantam" [note 13 3« 
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There were several occasions in the PeSaval period 
when the dispute between the Chandrasenlya Kayasthas and 
Brahmins cropped up. Several original decisions, orders 
and letters are available, but in none of them is given the 
slightest reference to the episode of this Katha by either 
party. A. " Warta" ( an heresay account ) dated 16th Novem- 
ber 1749 n has been published in the " Athale Gharanyacha 
Itihas", but its contents as also the other records of the same 
family published in the same book do not support its 
genuineness or its date. It is written by 's&tstV ( an anony- 
mous writer ) and the spiteful tone, its incorrect form and 
the confused manner in which it has been drawn up leaves no 
doubt about the fact that it is a fabrication by the Thatte 
group. It becomes, therefore, evident that the Thatte group 
compiled the Katha in the name of Ke&avaPandita (in one of 
the copy available at Sangameswar, the author of the Katha 
is even said to be" %fq" as in the case of the 'Warta*) 
then the Warta, and, further to give this story an authorita- 
tive credence, the forced letter of Sankaracharya. But the 
whole attempt failed by Sankaracharya's boldly unfolding 
the secret mischief behind this subsequently. 

This is no place to enter into the discussion of the caste- 
dispute. Whether Kesavapandita Purohit is identical with 
the author of " Parabhu-Katha " 'is the main issue for 
discussion. The fact that the writing contains no information 
which can stand the contemporary or factual test is now 
abundantly clear from the evidence recorded though briefly. 
The original and reliable historical material is published and 
still more is available in manuscript form. This convinces 
an enquirer that the event of 5. waft's thread ceremony is in- 
credibly distorted, and the story built up by the Thatte group 
has no relationship to truth. Kesava Pandita, whose details 
of life-history are now known to us, cannot be the author of 
this Katha and Sambhajl, who was fully acquainted with the 
transactions of personal and public importance at the capi- 
tal, can not have any hand in an action which is contrary 
to his own convictions and conduct. 

92. Pp. 64-7, "Athale GharSnyScha Itihasa", Prathama Khan^aj 
S&dhana Vibhaga 1-2, by V. V. Athale, Pocma 1939. 
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The seventeenth century was the very important period 
of great social, as well as political, upheaval in 
* Maharasfaa. The policy adopted by the state is reflected 
in the actions of its officers, and the data so far recorded 
in regard to the life and doings of Kesavabhata afford 
ample contemporary evidence to show how this upheaval 
was brought about. A review of the condition of the people 
of his times will, no doubt, prove interesting and thought 
provoking. A detailed discussion, with documentation, 
of this age of renaissance is, however, being reserved for 
my next publication " Coronation of Sivajl-Its Causes and 
Effects ", in which Gagabhata's " Rajyabhisekaprayoga " 
and the attempts of his opposition led by the Japakas are 
proposed to be critically examined from the points of view 
of history and mass-psychology, with special reference to 
the recognised significance attached to certain ceremonies 
by the followers of either section. 

Political and Economical : Siv&jl - first gathered 
strength in the hilly country of the Mawals and had his 
independent power firmly established in a still more difficult 
part of the Eonkan. It gradually expanded in the western 
and southern parts of the Bombay Province. The territory 
contained a few small towns but hardly a centre of trade 
or learning or a place of religious importance. The 
villages were very small and far between. The communi- 
cation was difficult, and nature was chiefly relied upon 
for conveniences. In short, this part of the country was 
rather the abandoned or perhaps the most neglected tract 
of the Deccan. The only tie between the villagers and 
the Deccani Suitanats was the Deshmukh or Sardeshmukh, 
who enjoyed unrestricted and uncontrolled freedom* The 
masses in these tracts had thus no direct contact with the 
more advanced civil life of the capital towns oir influent 
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of the centres of prosperity and learning. The territory 
acquired by Sivajl in the early part of his life was backward 
politically, difficult physically and very poor economically, 
though it was self-sufficient for the bare needs of liveli- 
hood, The masses never felt the power or the rule of 
the Sultans. 

The first quarter of the seventeenth century witnessed 
the downfall of the lsriz&m6ahx Kingdom. Malik Ambar 
was perhaps the last astute statesman in the Deccani 
Sultanats. He did realise the danger in the ruinous policy 
then adopted by the Sultans, and tried to place the Muslim 
rule in the Deccan in awe and respect. He was, however, 
followed by no Muslim officer able to pursue his policy 
and work. On the contrary, the narrow vision maintained 
by the Muslim neighbours compelled him to raise Hindus 
to power and office. This gave opportunity to Hindus to 
assert the balancing power they held. They supported 
the cause of NizamiabI loyally, and though their attempts 
were unsuccessful, they were not deterred from their ambi- 
tion for power. They struggled and exercised the power of 
balance. They duly perceived the inherent weakness of 
the foreign rule. Murar Jagdevrao, Lukhji Jadhavrao and 
Sahaji forced the Sultans to realise their importance and 
power by their defiance to one Sultan or the other or rather, 
more accurately, by playing off the Muslim powers against 
one another, Masses followed and believed their own leaders. 
The isolated Muslim officers, playing in the hands of their 
Hindu assistants, gradually slackened their hold over the 
masses. The Muslim rulers entertained the Muslim executive 
exclusively. A change in this attitude became inevitable. 
This change lessened the enmity and put off immediate 
danger to the Sultans to some extent, but it broke the steel 
frame of the Muslim rule in the Deccan, 

The conditions were further aggravated by the most 
devastating effects of the great famine of 1630-33, called 
" Durgadevlcha Duskala *\ The Muslim officials withdrew 
to the capital towns leaving their charges to assistants. 
The Muslim contact with the masses was thus lost. The, 
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Deshmukhs or Sardeshmukhs found it impossible to fulfil 
their usual annual obligations to the Sultans. The heavy 
casualties and desertion of villages by the people in 
search of food and safety laid the country waste. As a 
consequence, the decade after the famine witnessed hun« 
dreds of disputes for restoration of ownership. In short, 
the second quarter of the century was thus a period of dis- 
content and laxity in the control of the state. Loyalty to 
the Sultans was much shaken,, and without loyalty no 
foreign rule was ever secure/ This was, therefore, an 
opportunity for Sivaji to consolidate his own power and 
strength by taking advantage of the very weaknesses and 
wants which caused the severence of the bonds between the 
rulers and the ruled. 

Sivaji opened his career with a crusade against the 
Deshmukhi system, replacing it by a very sound and assur- 
ing land tenure settlement for the village agriculturists. 
This endeared him to the masses. The loss of the Deshmukhi 
rights was not, however, a pleasant sacrifice, but the Desh- 
mukhs were not the less eager to be relieved of their 
obligations to the Sultans. On the other hand, Sivaji enter- 
tained no personal envy or individual revenge against the 
Deshmukhs* He offered them offices under him according 
to their valour and merit, and provided them with better 
opportunities and prospects. This attracted most of them to 
the Hindavi Swarajya or "Mharhagtra-Dharma** as it was 
then understood socially. 

Sivaji pursued vigorously the policy of rehabitation of 
the devastated areas with concessions and aids. It was, 
however, a slow process of persuasion and perseverence, 

The Sultanats could afford to keep these tracts com- 
plefcely neglected, but to overlook the danger of the power 
gathering strength to challenge the very existence of the 
Sultans would have been ruinous and fatal. On the other 
hand, for the security of the people and the produce, Sivaji 
devoted his particular attention and care to the building nil 
of the internal defence and organisation of a loyal and 
• faithful military. The defence, however, absorbed all the 
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wealth acquired by means of the daring incursions into the 
rich neighbouring trade centres and towns. If the Mahajars 
published are eloquent enough of the ruin and desertion 
of the people due to the famine, the Behedas of the time 
explain pretty clearly how the defence involved a large 
expenditure on repairs and rebuilding of the forts and walls 
to save the country from the enemy's, wrath. 

The civil administration demanded an immediate change 
both in the tone and in the procedure. The medium of 
official correspondence was practically the localised Persian 
with either Modi or Persian script adopted for the con- 
venience and ease of the Muslim officials. The regional 
language must replace it, bat to introduce and give currency 
to the appropriate Marathi terms, which were lost through 
their disuse for centuries in the past, was by no means an 
easy task. 

It is true that Muslims did not interfere in the form 
and procedure of the administration of the law and order in 
the country. The preferential treatment to Muslims and the 
mixed customs then current, however, exercised no less 
effect on the actual administration of the civil and criminal 
justice. The idiosyncrasies of the two great communities 
stimulated some differences in the application of the Canon 
Law, and these differences often interfered in the adminis- 
tration of the Common Law of the people. Sivajfs attempts 
to bring about a practical solution in order ^systematize the 
procedure for trial and to regularise the punishment were not 
completely successful. The traditional mode of compilation 
of such codes restricted their scope to moral precepts and to the 
recording of ancient maxims at least so far as the criminal 
jurisprudence was concerned. The models in the Muslim 
Fatawahs and the European " sets of rules" made no impres- 
sio]a on the Hindu writers of NltHDharma to move them to 
improve. the practical utility of the codes or to adapt them 
so as to suit the then current notions about the crime and 
punishment. 

The third quarter of the century was the period of action 
and reforms. It evidenced the remarkable cultural advance 
of the neglected and isolated masses of the MSwalsandthe 
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Konkan. Their contact with ' the life outside the hills 
encouraged them to action and created confidence in their 
achievements. To keep this cenfidence steady, it was neces- 
sary to allow no confideracies to be formed or the gains 
staked simply for prestige and honour. The last year of 
this quarter was perhaps the most important It gave his 
"personal conquests" a final finish and converted them 
into a. ** public institution " accomplished and sanctified by 
religious sanction and popular support. The coronation made 
the people and the ambitious leaders to banish from their 
minds any idea of rival claims for superiority or leadership. 

Sivajl took care to select and maintain the right type of 
machinery for his administration. Merit alone counted for 
service. Some interested but later writers affirm that Sivajl 
recognised hereditary rights to higher offices, but the contem- 
porary evidence does not support this. His particular caution 
and ability were responsible for checking rivalries among 
his officers. No differential treatment or status was accorded 
to any department or office simply on the ground of utility or 
profit. The equity of treatment so maintained had the good 
effect of securing expert and undivided, attention to the 
duties of the state; but; to hold such an expert and able 
machinery under one's thumb requires a stern hand and firm 
discretion. Sivajl and SambhSjI could exercise this check 
effectively, but the weak person of Rajaram could not. The 
tone of the administration so built up was consequently 
deteriorated in the last decade of the century. The Maharastra 
Raj, as a state, thus temporarily succumbed though it continu- 
ed in existence as a mere government of a few persons acciden- 
tally placed in charge of it. 

In the last quarter of the century the family quarrels 
were growing stronger and stronger. Parties were being 
formed. The danger of becoming these party feuds fatal to 
the very existence of the Mah&rastra Raj was apparent. At 
the same time, the heaviest blow was delivered by Aurangzeb, 
but the Maratha kingdom withstood all the odds against it 
The leadership of 3aipbh&jl was stern, strong and sound. 
His unfortunate capture, however, left the kingdom in chaos 
and the leadership passed into the hands of Pralh&d Nii#jl 
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— an unsound, unreliable and non-military person. A. strong 
military talent was a necessity. Ramachandrapanta and 
Sankarajl asserted some strategy and statesmanship played 
by the Mahrattas previously, but the youngsters on whose 
help they had 'to rely, though valourous and adventurous, 
were lacking in experience in politics and leadership. This 
caused a serious set back for a short period. The kingdom 
was, however, well founded and elastic enough not to suffer 
a complete break down especially at the hands of outsiders. 
At the close of the century, the Maharastra Raj, as a seat of 
national independence, existed with perhaps a stronger force 
and unity, but the Raj, as a state, crumbled. 

Sivajl, in spite of his occupation in his incessant 
struggles for political supremacy and expansion, gave 
considerable time and energy to internal reforms. He 
encouraged literature on subjects of direct public utility. 
Paramananda's "Sivabharata", Jayarama's "ParnalaparwatS- 
grahanakhy ana" and others mentioned, but yet to be discovered, 
are the instances of the works designed to impress upon' 
and to create confidence in the public in his achievements and 
power. " Rajyavyavaharakosa " by Raghunath Hanamante, 
the detailed " Jabatas " issued by Sivajl and the then recorded 
copies of " Mestakas " afforded facilities and ease in the 
use of the medium of the regional language for corres- 
pondence and administration. Anriajl Dattos land tenure 
settlement was popular even until the end of the Pe&avai 
period. Almost all the forts in the Sahyadrl range played the 
most important role in the establishment of the Maraiha 
Rajya, and the organisation of defence, the selection of the 
personnel and the practical skill and strength, with which 
the bulwarks were repaired, had always a tale to tell with 
pride and honour. In brief, personal attention and care 
bestowed by Sivajl upon the most neglected parts of the 
country achieved the aim of making this tract a stronghold 
of the Maratha Raj both politically and economically. 

Social and religious : Perhaps it was the last exodus 

of Aryans into the Deccan which constituted itself later 

into a MarathI speaking Hindu community. In the midst 

of the Dravidian culture and influence, it struggled for 

7 
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Supremacy under the Yadava principality. The country over 
which the Mahrattas, now known as a Scytho-Dravidian 
race, were scattered was, however, very limited in extent. 
Alla-ud'din Khilji (1310-16 A. D.) plundered the Yadava 
capital of Deogiri ( Daulatabad ), and his general, Malik 
Kafur, with his formidable armies, made devastating 
incursions into the distant parts of the Deccan and Konkan 
driving the Mahrattas westward. The subsequent Muslim 
kings pushed them further still, forcing them to take shelter 
in the hills of Sahyadri and the jungles of the Konkan. 
The later Niz&msahl and some Adilsahl kings showed some 
tolerance to the faith, if not to the symbols of the Hindu 
religion. Thus encouraged to seek their safety under the 
Sultanats, the Mahrattas concentrated themselves round about 
Poona, Karad and Ahmednagar. The Mawals and Eonkan» 
however, remained their chief abode. The religious persecu- 
tion of Malik Kafur laid the temples and seats of Hindu 
learning and literature into complete ruin. The later 
Deccani Sultans also discouraged, if not; directly forbidden, 
open performance of their religious rites. The Mahrattas 
living in the distant impregnable hills enjoyed freedom of 
action to some extent ; but the surrounding influence of 
Dravidian and aboriginal tribes was very great indeed. The 
rise of the Muslim power in the north had practically cut off 
Mahrattas from the main body of the Aryan society and 
its influence. This isolation impaired their religious solidarity 
and corrupted their culture. Their subjugation to dependence 
and reduction to penury practically made any effort impossible 
to polish their customs and manners, to errect new temples 
of worship or to establish authoritative seats of learning and 
literature. On the contrary, the local crude element continued 
to affect their religious beliefs and to deteriorate their modes 
of life and social practices. Thus, until the ascendancy of 
Murar Jagadevrao and Sahajl to power, Mahrafetas could 
exercise no freedom in the conduct of their religious and 
social life. 

The Hinduism practised by Mahrattas had imbibed the 
teachings of SankarachSrya, but he exercised no jurisdiction 
over the MahrattS country and people till the end of th« 
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seventeenth century. The later Brahminism permitted several 
native races to enter into the fold of Hinduism ; but the 
orthodox Brahmins showed every possible reluctance to 
allow the Sudra or even the other Dwija castes any social 
intercourse with themselves or to share in their religious 
convictions and ceremonial practices. On the contrary, tbey 
shut them from any participation in their higher aims. 
Instead of raising the standard of spiritual life of the non- 
Brahmin masses for the general uplift of the Hindu society 
as a whole and for the advancement of the Hindu culture in 
particular, the orthodox Brahmins deliberately threw all kinds 
of artificial barriers in their way. They used all means to 
force the non-Brahmin castes and tribes to give up imitating 
their customs and manners or to adopt such practices and 
modes of worship as would elevate the ignorant masses or 
communities to higher intellectual culture and religious 
sentiment with a view to procure social equality. This 
illiberal policy was the result mainly of their lack of 
confidence in their own conduct of life and the fear of their 
being contaminated with abnoxious practices of the servile 
race. This self-imposed segregation obliged the orthodox 
Brahminism to wink at, or ignore*, all manner of gross 
superstitions and repulsive practices, along with the popular 
worship of countless gods, goddesses, hosts of godlings 
demons, spirits and ghosts, and mystic objects and symbols 
of every description being made a part of Hindu worship and 
ideal of their religious creed. Almost the whole mass of the 
Hindu society, save the very small minority of the orthodox 
Brahmins, though nominally acknowledged the spiritual 
guidance of Brahminism, were practically given over to the 
worship of their nondescript grama-devatas usually attended 
by animal sacrifices and crude types of • invocation. JTew 
deities were being brought into existence. A dream at night 
would justify converting anything into an object of local 
adoration or superstitious awe and propitiatory rites to 
multitudes of people. So any uncommon event would be 
apt to be set down as a special manifestation of divine 
power; and any man or woman — whether a Hindu, a rton- 
Rry%xi t a Farangi o^ ja Muslim — credited with exceptional 
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merit or achievement, or even remarkable for some strange 
incident connected with his conduct of life or with the 
occurrence of his death, might ultimately be regarded as a 
true incarnation of the deity. The transmigration theory, 
according to which the spirit of the departed is believed to 
hover about in quest of a new corporeal abode, supported the 
conception of^ the superstitious notions of this kind. In 
Brahminism, Siva, Visnu and other gods of the Hindu Pantheon 
were degnified beings. No direct worship of many of them 
in public temples, except by Brahmins or Guravas or through 
their offices, was permitted even to other Dvija castes. The 
differential treatment each individual caste had to suffer in 
the matter of the mantras used, the modes of worship adopted 
and the unreal communion allowed, could not but excite 
indignation and contempt, On the other hand, the village 
deities afforded ready help in trouble and appeared to be 
intimately concerned with the happiness and-prosperity of the 
villagers. The devotee, irrespective of his caste or sex, could 
offer his worship in person, his prayer in his own words and 
speech, his sacrifice in any kind — animal, cooked food, fruit, 
corn or cereals — s and observe no very rigid formality. The 
medium, through whom any help was sought, had no differen- 
tial treatment to accord. The medium might belong to any 
sex and even to the outcaste section of the Hindu society. 
No special social status is attached to him by his profession. 
Naturally the freedom enjoyed and the immediate fulfilment 
of the objective hoped for, led the mass to non-Hindu 
practices. The suicidal policy of the Brahmin hierarchy 
was thus largely responsible for diverting the majority of 
those professing Hinduism to non- Aryan element of worship 
and philosophy. This policy was, no doubt, in contrast with 
the marked adaptability of the Vedic Aryan race and 
particularly of the succeeding generations which withstood 
the heavy blows of Buddhists and Jains. This disintegration 
of the Hindu society was not without its baneful effects. 

The main defect which led to this 'catastrophe was the 
denial of union with God. What it did make impossible 
for a non-Brabmin was to attain that union immediately on 
the cessation of his present lif q ( He would first have to pass 
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through higher and purer stages of mundane existence before 
reaching the final salavation. This obstacle in his way 
required to be removed and equality ensured at least in the 
domain of the Supreme Being* Equally important was the 
necessity to put a stop to the wholesale license enjoyed in 
the adoption of the pre-Aryan type of religion and practices 
The saner and liberal element of the Hindu fold was 
not short of the occasion. Different cults to meet the con- 
tingency were introduced and developed. Ramanuja by his 
devotion to Rama demonstrated to his large followers 
that any person can attain again conscious union with Him 
only through devotion and love. The Bhakti cult thus 
came into existence. Ramananda's teaching made a further 
advance. It was designed for mass development and was 
of distinctly levelling and popular character. So the 
Bhaktamala and other writings of his pantha or sect were 
composed, not in Sanskrit, but in the popular dialects. 
Chaitanya made a very considerable contribution to popu- 
larise this movement by his ow;n attainments and example. 
A freer scope was thus allowed to the emotional and erotic 
elements in the forms of worship in these creeds. The use 
of vernacular dialects in prayers and hymns of praise was 
given an important place in the religious service. Music, 
dancing, singing parties, theatricals — in short anything 
calculated to produce the desired effect of the Bhakti cult 
was employed. Namdeo, Dnyaneswar and Ekanath helped 
developing this cult in'Maharastra too. Kabir paid his quota 
in throwing this cult open to Muslims also. The Maharas- 
trian saints, however, led the movement to considerable 
success and effect. In the early seventeenth century, Tukaram 
was the foremost in making the varakarl pantha or sect very 
popular both by his preachings and by the example of his 
own life. It is unnecessary to go into the details of the 
Mahanubhava, Traimurti (Datta) and other cults. All these 
efforts distinctly aimed at: (a) attaining communion with 
God by devotion and love, (b) removing the intermediary 
agency for worship or for self-purification, (c) relieving 
devotees from the cumbersome procedure and rigidity of ti?e 
m&ntric and tantric formalities, (d) impressing the votaries 
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of the fruitlessness of sacrifices, (e) curbing the tendency 
towards worship solely with a view to selfish gain or per" 
sonal revenge, (f) securing social and religious equality, and 
(g) promoting mass-prayers. These are the chief lines on 
which a reformation was attempted. It, however, tempted the 
devotees to inaction and worldly renunciation, thus creating 
indifference to the duties and obligations to the Hindu 
society and religion for the effective maintenance of its order. 
These sects drew away a large part of the advanced Hindu 
society, especially from the Dwija castes, out of the pale of 
the influence of tie Brahminism of Sankaracharya. 

In the original formation of non-tribal castes, occupation 
was an important deciding factor, but the exigencies of life 
did not allow this longer. Brahmins had to accept such 
professions as were not compatible with their own caste. 
Many remained in Muslim service much to the detriment 
of their own wishes and convictions. The cardinal principle 
on which the system of caste thus remained in existence 
was only the preservation of purity of descent. The peculiar 
religious beliefs and ceremonial usages became characteris- 
tic of each caste. The political and social influences of the 
non-Aryan surroundings had no small effect on these usages. 
Every caste, from the highest to the lowest, however, took 
the jealous pride in its own peculiar occupation and sphere 
of life. Thus, though the various sub-castes of Brahmins, 
Syenavls, Kayasthas, Daivadnyas, Marathas, Kunbls, 
Mahars, etc. were taking particular pride in their own 
calling, they inherited very little of the practices and beliefs 
of their anscestors. The Des?asthas, who were the leading 
community in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries,^ ormed 
a great majority, but their "actual practices fell much short 
of the required standard of the religious sanctity or piety. 
Other castes, having no proper guidance from Brahmins, on 
whom they relied, soon suffered themselves to be brought to 
the level of the Sudras. The aboriginal and other local 
tribes were slumped together under the designation of Sudras, 
who were destined to serve the upper classes in all the 
various departments of manual labour; but in the early 
part of the seventeenth century, all castes, from Brahmin to i 
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Sudra, could boast of no superiority over the Muslim con- 
querors or assert their manners and customs against the 
wishes of their masters. The castes were, therefore, reduced 
to name f jati* only, and the achar and dharma were either 
extinguished or less practised. 

Ho religion would find popularity or mass-following if 
it only restricted itself to higher philosophy or mystic 
symbolism, then however congenial this refined symbolism 
may be. It would not satisfy the religious wants of the 
common man little given to abstract conceptions. For 
adherence to any faith or religion of the mass, three instru- 
ments are, therefore, most essential : (a) institution — temples 
or other symbolic objects, (b) priest or ministrant to guide 
or to regulate the performances of the religious practices, and 
(c) periodical religious practices— samskaras, prayers, wor- 
ships, observances, etc. 3 The Muslim persecution did not 
allow free scope to rebuild temples or to establish any seats 
of learning for the dessimination of religious knowledge or for 
the initiation of the young and enquiring mind in the prac- 
tices of devotion, self-purification or immolation* A stray 
temple or two on hills were not likely to satisfy the need, 
The priesthood was vested in Josls or Jotisls. This order 
had lost all the support of the state and its traditional rights 
and privileges were either in dispute or dismissed. 3STo 
effective guidance was, therefore, obtainable to all tkose, 
especially the non-Brahmin castes, who solely depended on 
them. In the absence of this technical help, it was practi- 
cally impossible for them to perform the various samskaras 
and ceremonies and other devotional observances which 
should confirm the moral and spiritual impression on their 
mind so that their firm and blind adherence to the faith could 
be counted upon. In short, in the early part of the seven- 
teenth century the Hindu community in Maharasfra was not 
only without the adequate facility of temples and technical 
guidance but also remained without undergoing the proper 
and usual samskaras according to the Hindu religion. s2 

93. Kavindra Parama"nanda writes: "fn^rT (fl%ff^ |JT% frf r$RT: \ 

*r ^fr 3?^fm^r 5h«pb5% fi^rm": iivir rnnvi xroS^f <#r *r *nal%*ro i 
% ^m mfc% %?3pr ?m* mmw m^ wwrm i%r? *c#w. i #^- 
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By tradition, Bhonsalas belonged to the Rajaput clan. 
The Upadhye family, later distinguished as the * Panditarao 
Rajopadhe ' family, was the hereditary Purohit-Upadhyes of 
Bhonsalas, How long this connection can go back will 
depend upon the new historical evidence, if disclosed. The 
Bhonsala branch of Mudhol had, however, nobody of this 
family in its employ. The ancestors of the Bhonsala families 
arrived in the Deccan before the middle of the fourteenth , 
century H . Thus, the seven direct generations prior to 
Raghunatha Panditarao given in the Panditarao genealogy 95 as 
covering the long period of over 300 years is an improbability. 
It is also unlikely that the hereditary family priests would 
ever permit such a wholesale change in the religious practices 
of the Bhonsala family as should humiliate it to a status 
considerably lower than what was enjoyed by it as Rajaputs 
in Udepur n No importance can, therefore, be appropriately 

W: JTT^f f^%T%? ^ II V^ II : a^FTr 3TF?T ROT =^1% ®mV> OT^ I 
mjif#?Rf ^ ^«fr sTfig^ hV*h" — Adbyaya 5, p. 44, "Sivabharata " 
[note 14], In " Visvagun&dar^a-champU " f written in the early 
part; of the 17th century, we find : "f^irg;: — ...3^ t%?5" ^feqnS^f- 

wm f^ffpfi ^pwS ^ sfNr.% mm it n^ ii i^N— * 3qTO*-ff^s!2?Btsp- 
jreitr i ^bS^pt Ttf ^t^mtc#f u Ssrsl^ * q^if^l^rie^-^ i «nn% ^ 

jNforcorssr y&M ^m 3% u ... ii^hh $$zm~ *r?£ wft%[ 

o^r^tiqm ^ i «rt" i%^i%nr ^ ^i^x^r% h?xr: n $** n ..."_ 

p. 84-7, Chapter 12, Maha"rastravarnanarti, " ViSvagunadarsacbampu " 
by Vyaiikata"dwari edited by B. Gr. Yogi, Bombay 1899. 

94. Farmans of 4th November 1352 and 22nd October 1471— 
pp. land 16, Appendix, pp. 25 and 84, Introduction, "Mudhola 
Sam3thanachyS Ghorapade Gharanyacha Itiha"sa" edited by Mr. D. V. 
Apte, Poona, 1934. 

95. See Appendix I, p. 70. 

96. Ka"j£ Jayasingin his letter of January 1666 to JSfar Khan 
writes : **... — regardless of praise or blame by other people, — that 
if the Emperor sanctions it, I shall set on foot a proposal for a match 
with his family and settle the marriage of my son with his daugh-. 
ter,— though the pedigree and caste of Sh ira are notoriously low 
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attached to this family as wielding .any influence on the 
conduct of, and the tendencies exhibited by, Bhonsalas prior 
to 1600 A. D. , Babajl Bhonsala granted an acre and a quarter 
of a chavar of land to the Arvf branch of the family. His 
sons, Malojl and Vithojl, as Sargurhos or Mokadams of the 
country, confirmed it But this does not establish any close 
connection between these two families/The grant was, and had 
to be, continued by every succeeding Muslim or Hindu officer, 
which indicates that the nature of the grant was not personal 
but official. In no communication, the family is called 
Upadhye or Rajopadhye before 1630 AD.. 97 Prabhakarabhata 
of this branch of the family attended Sahajl at Bangalore, 
and it is only probable that Saha/jf s name and fame attracted 
him to his service. The later connection between these two 
families, however, yielded a great and continued influence 
on the religious and social policy of the Maratha Kings. 

Malojl named his two sons after the well known 
Plrs — Saha and Sarlfa— of. Ahmednagar. This is indicative 
of the religious bend of his mind. His devotion to Siva 
after the sudden find of a treasure-trove may either be 
emotional or traditional, but his constructing a tank and 
repairing the old and renowned Yadavakallna temple of 
Siva at Sikhara-singanapur does not lessen the significance 
of the hint for the valuable discovery coming from Goddess 
BhavanL In fact, both the brothers and their father were 
Mokadams or Sargurhos of the country f round about, and 
Vithojl is mentioned as the Mokadam of Sikhara^inganapur 
itself. Vithojl and his sons, though shared the find of 
Malojl, exhibited no great zeal for Siva worship. 

Sahajl had, however, developed a considerable and un- 
divided devotion to Siva. MalojI's later actions and conduct 

and men like me do not eat food touched by his hand (not to speak 
of entering into a matrimonial connection with him), ... " — f . 139a, , 
Haft Anjuman; p. 306, "£. G. BhSgdarkar Commemoration 
Volume ", B. O. R. Institute, Poona, 1917. 

97. Ba-ba-jfs grant is dated 24th December 1597. This and 
subsequent letters have been published in "R2jaw5de Khanxla 15" 
under "Papers of ftsjopadhye Family. " 

8 
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may have Initiated him to it, but his association with Murar 
Jagadevarao, a very great devotee of Siva, must have left 
a very deep effect on his mind inclining him to the higher 
form of Hindu worship and refined mode of life. His con- 
tact with the learned "Fanditas at the Niz&masahl capital 
and in the South was very great and manifold, and 
it is no wonder if Sahajl and his wife Jijabal had acquired 
the true conception of Hindu religion as understood and 
believed by the learned Brahmins, % His succession to the 
Nayakas in the Kar-natak was the best opportunity to inherit 
the Hindu procedure and practices of the courts, which were, 
no doubt, adopted to suit the higher form of worship and con- 
duct of social life. Sahaji's assertion in his letter of 1656 
A. D. 9$ that he belonged to the Rajaput clan ( WW X5\T$ c?fa ) 
indirectly expresses how the inferiority complex was vexing 
his mind and reflects on his feelings about the deterioration 
in the conduct of life of his own kinsmen both socially and 
politically. Anyhow, the Tanjore line of the Bhonsala" 
family showed greater mind and energy for religious learn- 
ing and literature. Jijabal conveyed to her son Sivajl all the 
culture and conventions of Sahajfs court. The officers, who 
accompanied Sivajl to Poona, did not,, however, possess the 
same sentiments as were entertained by Sahajl. 

Sivajl inherited many of his social and religious beliefs 
and prejudices from his parents. He had given expression 
to his devotion to Sambha and Amba in several of his letters. 
His devotion to Goddess Bhavani or Amba was, however, 
undivided and absolute. His faith in Her guidance in all 
his early adventures was implicit. This guidance he got 
directly through his being possessed of the spirit of the 
Goddess. It is true EayareSvar was chosen to be the place 
for oaths of fidelity to Hindavl Swarajya, but this was due 
more to the reverence for the idol among the people from the 
country around ". 

98. Letter dated 1656 July, p. 209, "&hrl SarapradaySchf 
Kagadapatre", Vividha Vifaya, Lekhanka no, 34, RaindSs anf 
Ramadasi. 

99. Jedhes of Karl had their adherents sworn similarly in 1638 
A. D. — LeMjana 336, Letter of Malik Ambar of 25th November 1618, 
"^ivacharitra Sahitya Khanda 2" B.LS. Mandala SvyamSlai, Poena. 
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In his early activities, he exhibited some aggressive 
spirit against the Muslim faith and pulled down certain 
mosques at Kalyana and Bhivandi and imprisoned Mullas 
there 10 °. This was, of course, prompted not through any 
destructive element in his policy, but as a retribution for 
causing disgrace to his father by deceit and imprisonment. 
He, however, soon discovered the futility of such a destruc- 
tive element in his action against his foe. 

Sirkes and Dalvis of Sringarpur, Saiigamesvar and 
Kajapur enjoyed absolute freedom by their being placed in 
a particular situation of the country and natural defence. 
Many Brahmin families preserved their Brahminic culture 
in those hilly tracts, Sivajl captured these places in 1660-61. 
He thus came in contact with the learned Brahmins more 
closely* Raghunathabha^a joined his service immediately 
after this. Some time later Gagabhata, who had arrived in 
1663-4 in -Maharastra, made good impression on him. 
Paramananda, Anantadev and others were also there and met 
Sivajl. A progressive and rational religious outlook was 
the natural outcome of all these acquaintances. A revival of 
the old Hindu religion and the raising of the social status of 
all the communities became his immediate objectives. To 
achieve these objectives, it was necessary (a) to reintro- 
duce the old ancient practices, (b) to give encouragement to 
temples and saintly personalities, (c) to restore the Josi or 
priestly institution, and (d) to appoint a learned Pandit, who 
would command respect and awe and guide the Hindu com- 
munity as a whole towards progressive culture and re- 
finement. 

Sivajl was successful in removing the obstacles in the 
way of Devarukhe and other Brahmins, and also in restoring 
their ancient rights and privileges of Soda^asamskaras to all 
the other Dvija castes — Syenavis, Ohandrasenlya Kayasfchas, 
Maratbas, and so on. For all this, a reference to the 

loo. "sFFgo? aqro.-.cSRr sgtar ^mti mi *ffasffafa i *mrt ^%0%- 

f^WH^WRigSlW ii HV u"~Adhyayal8, " Slvabklrata " by PararaH- 
i*anda [note 14]. 



64 

Benares Brahmins was obligatory. No wholesale reforma- 
tion was possible without; the backing of the best intellect of 
the country and unless an effective and direct control over the 
executive is exercised by the state or the king. Sankaracharya 
had no jurisdiction in Maharastra, and Sivajfs own person 
was not competent to exercise this jurisdiction over the whole' 
of the Hindu community. In Raghunathapandita, however, 
he secured a very strong, firm and learned Brahmin to execute 
his authority. He made him Panditarao in 1665 A. D, . 
Ragunathapandiia, in his own way, most successfully 
prosecuted * Sivajfs religious and social policy. The opposi- 
tion of a small minority of Brahmin officers and bhiksukas 
at the capital made no effect whatever on the masses. 
Siv&jl, on the other hand, could use no royal prerogatives^ 
He won to his side the best intellect and a willing executive. 
With these two weapons, he not only defeated the opposition 
but subjected it to meek submission and service. No one 
could stand in argument the person of so eminent and 
recognised an authority as Gagabhata or Anantadeya. It 
was equally impossible to stop Jo&Is from executing Sivajfs 
will preferring sacrifice of their vrfcti rights which were then 
newly restored to them. Sivajl treated liberally and with due 
honour and respect all saints, temples and creeds alike. All 
of them readily supported his cause. 

By coronation, Sivajl not only maintained his own right 
to Dvijatwa and to the sceptre of the kingdom, but he 
became endowed with the competence and sanction to 
exercise the jurisdiction of a Hindu king^ in religious and 
social matters over all castes and creeds. Sivajl commenced 
issuing orders under his own seal and name ,0! . 

101. One of the most important letters of 28th January 
1677 is reproduced below.* [Seal of SivUji] "*=5#r%f|[ tf^rf^W 

\w 3 ^retfm sfa?^ w m m srift &mm 4ft n^r f^rsfr sot<% 
^w *noft ot^t srrpJT ^rrcfr *r sjjctft f *&m. fcsft wr irg srfwr 

% T«rosro m qfrarn *r ^t ? m#* % wm$m ^ft *rte mm %$r 
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The coronation, however, brought in another unexpected 
influence. The pure vedic prayers hinted at no harm for 
either omission or commission in any performance.^ The 
tantricisra, however, introduced in the vedic worship all 
kinds of threats of divine infliction for whatever mistakes 
committed in the vidhis. Counter performances were devised 
to avert the divine anger for such and other failures. Any 
calamity befallen immediately after a performance was 
construed as a divine infliction for some remissness either 
on the part of the devotee or the priest God-fearing persons 
often showed greater weakness by their suspicion or antici- 
pation of some trouble through their lack of confidence in the 
perfect conduct of the performance.' Even in the vidhi itself, 
at every stage, the person is made conscious of such omissions 
by the priest in imploring mercy for them. The whole -system/ 
of the Hindu-worship was influenced by the tanfcric ceremonies. 
Safikaracharya was perhaps the great supporter of this cult. 
The cult developed particularly in the seventeenth century 
and by the end of the first quarter of the eighteenth century 



iipt inspire? 1 *pt 3cUf fNi^r sw* w srrpesr. tm^zm €r l^ff #t s*rqr% 
m sStafa^ ^ t*ft gsrer ^rrapr ^csr qrm?t ^t§ *r xrifts n m, t^i^t 

qjrr srsr ami? #r 3Trt ^f^t ^W^T?r n$ , c^rm #et$ %sot fro 5npm?r 
^ifi fTHf titt f (^r 5?% qrfi?rr *H3fr spf-r rP^rsr?T snfcft arSf a^y ?qw^r f# 

%w£\m srfr jnfir st^fr r%°Fr ^ smtiWr ^rrf §* 3%?t W ^k *rf sr*i 13^ % 

^!e#TF *f#T 3flf eft 3Wrfte tff c^T sTI<fR" sfe&TCT ^ TTI^T 5*?t3t c^TfCr % srft- 

srre sn^r. 3^ fflrffr «rrft" Tmr WrT 3^ front ^i^if 1. sit #tott ^f^ft 
^ht totot 3T5f *^srr. *i&r% srreri^pfir *r sfmro *r m qri^r ftfar r%*r- 

3^vt \^ qTP^ ^mr TO" ^^rrorf 5^% ^^{^ ^ sp% g ^6t^" " [Oloaing 
?eal]— pp. 154-55, "Qramanylfcha S^dyanta Itilmaa" by K, 8# 
Thackarey, Bombay, 1919. 
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BhaskarachSrya brought out the best literature on the subject, 
This, however, marks the climax of the tantric cult. 

G&gabhata performed the coronation ceremony with all 
the sacred and vedokt a mantras 102 and, according to his convic- 
tions and beliefs, the ceremony was perfect. Unfortunately, 
calamities preceded and followed the coronation. The 
tantricists attributed them to certain omissions and commis- 
sions in the Rajyabhiseka yidhi. Suddenly overwhelmed 
with severe and manifold calamities, Sivaji gave way and 
allowed himself to be treated against the divine anger- The 
japakas took advantage o£ this to undo the Gastric influence 
of Gaga, They administered second coronation and it was 
immediately arranged for. In doing so, the japakas undid 
everything of the former ceremony, even the simhasana, so 
ceremoniously and publicly installed, was dismantled and 
replaced by another of their making and pattern. 10S Thus 
the purely vedic conception of the dharma was considered to 
be too inadequate for his^ aims and achievements* The 
jlpakas actually initiated Sivaj! to the tantra practices and 
mystic mantras characteristic of their cult. The royal 
example was followed by the people. Thus the Devi cult 
came again into prominence. Sivajfs rapid progress brought 
him to the final stage of the tapas, and he was inspired to 
present his head in sacrifice to Sivasiakti (^rlsail-mallikarjuna), 
and thus to seek rebirth and extraordinary power which 
that offering alone brings to the devotee. He was, however, 
persuaded to give up the hazardous attempt. l0i 

Sambhajl followed the footsteps of his father with 
perhaps more zeal and vigour. His period was full of struggle 
and strife. Extraordinary power and great determination 
was the need of the day. The great enemy was at his doors 
and had practically surrounded his Raj. It is no wonder if 

102. "Kajyabhyeka-prayoga'* by Ga*gabhata — a ibs. in the 
Bikaner Mss. Library. 

103. " Sri-Si varajyabbteeka-Kaljataru" by Niscbalajmri [note 

104. This incident took place during Sivaji's incursion into the 
Karnatak in 1677-8 at SrT-^ail-mallikarjuna, one of the twelve famous 
JyotirlingSts.— p, 89, " SabhSsadi Bakhar "- etc. 
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be loved to celebrate all the ceremonies of the Goddess to 
acquire the protection of the divine or "siakti" power. There 
was, however, no change in the religious policy and Moresvar 
Panditarao and others continued to do the work as before. 
Rajaram and the Kolhapur line^ were also under the japaka 
influence. The Satara line of Sivajl, however, escaped that 
influence. No one can, however, with justice mix this japaka 
cult with the Sakta marga or cult, which later spread in the 
country, 

Sivajl bestowed honours and positions on men of 
eminence and merit The distinctions like the use of seals, 
palkhl, chamars, were introduced. The social status of the 
people was thus raised. Appropriate distinction based on 
merits helped the society to rise to ambition and action. 
Side by side, Tukaram's teaching was giving a good impetus 
to the lower class of the society to lift themselves to self- 
purification and to a higher social level. Ramadas tried to 
remedy the defects in the warkarl sampradaya by preparing 
men to action and duties to the community at large, but failed 
to make his sect popular. It grew with the limited sphere of 
higher castes. This limitation led to its early extinction. 
Sivajl fostered the Maruti or Hanuman worship of Ramadas 
and withdrew a large part of the mass from its attraction 
to the lower type of grama-devafcas. At any rate, the 
Ramadasa's followers failed to impress on the mass the precious 
teachings in the " Dasabodha *\ 

The policy of reconversion was much stressed in Siv&jfs 
period and greater still in SambhajI's time. The need was 
great especially to combat the ill-effects created through 
the helplessness of the victims to regain their social 
standing among their own kith and kin and particularly 
through the advantages taken by the other bigots of their 
abandonment by the Hindu society. Later, this policy, how- 
ever, assumed a political exigency and reconversions were 
rather ordered to the communities concerned rather than left 
optional to the^ will of either the Brahmins to purify or 
the communities to accept restoration. Sivajl was very 
particular, so also Sambhajl, in getting the European 
powers to treat and agree not to allow conversion by their 
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Missionaries of even fclie Hindu orphans. The Missionaries, 
however, did continue their sacred influence and religi- 
ous respect; among the masses in their own territory. 
Sambhajl retaliated all the affronts given by them, and 
revengefully destroyed all ' the respect they commanded in 
his campaign against the Portuguese. His conversion of 
churches into Devi temples and destruction of nunneries 
and monasteries definitely uprooted all the influence and awe 
of the Missionaries from the minds of the masses in the 
coastal parts of the Konkan, 

Rajaram's actions were more clothed with charity and 
piety rather than , political or religious zeaL The cheaply 
secured gifts and donations by the people from him, while at 
JinjI, often interfered with the actual administration of the 
Mahratta country under Ramachandrapanta and Sankarajl 
Nar§yana. It was difficult to give practical effect to all such 
orders and royal commands* 

There was a distinct growth in the religious and social 
literature. The seats of Hindu learning at Paithana 
and Earada were restored and religious disputes sent there 
for decision. *' Karanakaustubha" was prepared to help Jo&Is 
and Jyotisls in their daily calculations. " Govindabbaftl " 
by GovindabhataKhedkar/'SyenavIjatinirnaya", "Kayastha- 
dharmapradlpa ", " Kayasthadharmadlpa " by Gagabhata , 
"Smrtikaustubha" by Anantadeva, " Sudrakamalakara " 
*' Jativivekasindhu " and others by Eamalakarabhata were 
compiled specially at the instance of Sivajl to enable him 
to end the disputes then arisen. "Rajyabhisekaprayoga", 
"Samayanaya" and others by Gagabhata, "Srlrajyabhiseka- 
kalpataru" by Nischalpuri determine the procedure and 
performance of the coronation ceremony, "Vyavaharanlrnaya", 
" Vratodyota ", "Sivarkodaya", "Pindapifcruyajmyaprayoga", 
"Prayogasara", etc. by Gagabhata, " Dharmakalpalata " by 
Ke&avapandita, "Budhabhusana" by Sambhaji and some 
others guide^ the social and religious conduct of life. The 
works like " Sivabhusana " by Bhusanakavi, " Srlsiambhupra- 
tSpa ,r by Harikavi, " Rajaramacharitam " by Kesavapandita 
etc. describe the person&l life of the Maratha Kings. Many 
more Sanskrit works on miscellaneous subjects such aa 
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*' Bhojanakutuhala " by Raghunath Favahasta, were compli- 
ed under the Maratha patronage. The MarathI literature 
produced in the Sivasahl period is perhaps the best of its 
kind. 105 The inspirational writings of Tukaram, Ramadas and 
other saints and poets left a permanent stamp on the MarathI 
literature of their graceful but simple style and richness of 
thought." Perhaps the seventeenth century was the period of 
stabilisation and refinement of the language. 

In brief, within the short period of twenty-five years* 
Sivajl founded a kingdom, which his grandson Sahu soon 
saw grown into a great empire. Sivajl educated the masses in 
the arts of administration and war. Sivajl, by awakening the 
masses to theirrights and privileges, created a formidable 
power which protected them from foreign aggression and 
prevented their culture and religion from ruin. Sivajl was, 
thus to his country and people, a great reformer or rather 
liberator of the masses from the bonds of the orthodox and 
shortsighted Brahmin hierarchy, whose disastrous folly 
was drifting the Hindu religion and its true culture an d 
philosophy to ruin and disgrace. It is true, the poor soil 
permitted no great advance in fine arts and grandeur; 
but Sivajl by his example infused the national spirit In the 
Mahratta people which contributed greatly to the advance- 
ment of their social and religious culture and also to the 
rapid and sound progress in their learning and literature. 
The great name of Sivajl has still the dynamic force to inflame 
patriotism among the masses and to awaken them to their 
right of Svarajya — National Government. 



105. Pp. 44-73 Maha"ra*§ttrly3ache KavyaparXk^atja athava Mabft- 
rSstrlya Vaigmayabhiruchlchya" ItihSsffntTla eka prakararia, Vibhaga, 
pahils, BritiSa-satte-pSrvtchaKala by Dr. &rldbar Vyaikate^a Ketkar, 
Poona, 1928. 
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RAGHUKATHAPANDITA PANDITAE10 

Eaghunathabhata Panditarao is wrongly identified with 
either Raghunafchapanta Narayan Haiiamante or Raghunatha- 
bhata bin Gane§abhata Nawahasta or Raghunafchapandita 
Jo&Irao Amatya. There is, therefore, much confusion in the 
later writings about these personalities. A brief sketch of 
the family history of Raghunathabhata Panditarao may be 
opportune in this place. 

The Panditarao family traces its origin from (1) Mudgal- 
acharyabhata, who was said to be the Purohita of Maharana 
of Udepur. He was Desastha Brahmin by caste and belonged 
to $akalya gotra, As walayana sutra, 106 From the Vamsavali 107 
recorded by the family, the direct line of his descendants 
could be ascertained as: (2) Bhavanl&ankarabhata — (3) 
Mudgalabhata alias Purusottama Bawa — (4) Ramachandra* 
bhata ~ (5) Gadadharabhata — (6) Govindabhata — (7) 
Babadeyabhata — (8) Raghunathabhata. 

Jayaram Kavlsvar (Pinde) in his " Radhamadhavavila- 
sachampu" 108 refers to one RaghunStha as : ^3 ^SHHSlMlHFB 
. MfoHifel: T1^R?T: ^(?)w^^<|^[i ft Sj but the manilscri pt f 
the same work in the Bikaner Maharaja's Sanskrit Manuscripts 
Library gives the reading of the word ^\M$ l as *11&W. 10 * If 
this Raghunatha is identical with Raghunathabhata 
Panditarao, either he himself or his father rfiight have 

106. The name of the gotra has been confirmed by the present 
descendants of the family. Sakalya is elsewhere taken to be Sakha. 

107. Pp. 1-13, "Nyaya^astrl Panditarao Yanche BakbarTchI Pura- 
wani— Vam^vali ", Khanda Pahila, Bharata-var§a edited byD.B- 
Parasnis and H. N. Apte, Poona. 

108. P. 230, << Radhamadhavav^lSsacbanlpu 7, edited by V. K 
Rajaw&de, Chitrashala Press, Poona, 1922. 

109. Ms. no, 545 "Catalogue of Sanskrit Manuscripts in the H.H. 
the Maharaja of Bikaner's Library" by Eajendr alal Mitea, Bikaner,1880, 
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accompanied Sahajl to the Karnatak country. Later writers 
inform us that Eaghunathabha^a Pandifcarao was at Tanjore 
before he pined SivSjI. H0 

Some ni have suggested that "Chaurkar" should be read as 
" Chanjaurkar '\ but I see no propriety of SahajTs introducing 
him specifically as Chanjaurkar especially at an assembly 
held at the same place. The theory of omission of the prefix 
is hardly applicable in this case when the other copy does not 
support it. Karvlrakar Raja Sivajfs (II) wife, Sau: Chima- 
balsahebj was from ^mi* She was "the daughter of Raja^rl 
Sinde Chavarkar". 112 So Chaur cannot be a mistake as 
supposed. The branches of the Rajopadhye family were 
spread wherever BhonsalSs went and it does not seem 
probable that this branch had taken its abode on the 
Tanjore side before Sahajl. The reading in the Bikaner copy 
inclines one to suspect if Naur is not identical with Nevare, 
the idol of Ganapati at Ganapule in the close neighbourhood 
of which is well-known. My first reason for this is that 
Raghunatha joined SivajX exactly at the time when people 
from Neware etc. paid khandanl to Sivajl. 115 More&war 
Panditarao's devotion to Chintamani might be due to the 
influence of this deity. ,u But this point must be left open as 
a mere suggestion till some more evidence is available, 

« RaghunSihapandita joined Sivajfs service sometime after 
$irke f s flight and the ' sequence of the events narrated by 
Govinda Kavlndra suggests that Raghunathapandita met 
Kesiavabhata sometime after that. 115 Being then in service, 

liO. Pp. 1-22, " NyayaSastn Panditarao Yanchi Bakhar ", 
Khanha Pahila", Bharata-vars^a [ note 107 ]. 

111. Prof, Priyolkar in ^Damayantl^khyan " and others. 

112. P, 220, B. I. S. Maxidata Ahawal, gag« 1834, Part II, Book 
4, B. I. S. Mandaia, Poona, 1913/ 

113. Kavrndra Paramanand in his "6iva-Bha"rata", after the cap- 
ture of Rajaparby^Sivaj I, mentions: STSW^Rc^ §f#ft ^^^^ \ sffw£ 

#rRre %iot# ^Bm Man simsfrm m^i ^ wtth^; i ^5^trh 

5Wg^ STOItfCHU ^H II verses 24-5, Adhyiya 30, p. 307 [note 14], 

114. Moreswar PanditaraVs seal contains : "sft r%Hofr ^$Ror'\ 

115. Videfnote36, 
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Eaghimaihapandita was bound to be present at the assembly 
of 1664 held by Sivajl, m but whether he is to be identified 
with Eaghunatha mentioned at the beginning as C; ?^ : fmt f^R; 5 
or with the EaghunEtha named at the end as '^TP^rRt ^pTO:' 
requires determination as and when some more definite 
cofirmatory evidence becomes available on the subject. I 
prefer his identity with the former because of the qualification 
attached and the precedence given to him over Paramanand 
and Prabhakarabhata. One fact, however, emerges: it is that 
there was no Panditarao appointed by SivSjI at the time of 
this assembly. Hence we have xeason to believe that the 
Pan&ltaraaship was created sometime thereafter. 

There is practically very scanty evidence about the 
appointment and continuance of Raghunathapandita to the 
office of Panditarao. The only references available in some- 
what contemporary records regarding the appointment of 
Raghunathapandita are : " HfRFrfl l^cf HTCT m^ 3TC& | ^#T 

h^tjot q#=r *fe. hikw Hfrercr ^sr ^pm ms* *w m^mt wm 

T=5 n^!% ^3# f^xTTcT ^TufFT 2T^mm *rei#t 1^?T T%0. %%ft «#^T 

qTf|% *^#r *pro *rero qilrnf ?rfFi?i^t. fUmimciw ^qmw^f f^t- 

"Swayed by this idea he gratified a very good Brahmin 
named Raghunath by giving the title of Pandit Rao. 
Another Brahmin Nilaji Pant, was created Nyayadhlsa or 
Judge. To all the Konkani Brahmins regular grants for 
subsistance were made, and doles were sent to their homes. To 
the Brahmins of holy places ( tirtha ) like Benares, means of 
living according to their need was despatched. Lamps, 
flowers and other materials of puja were provided at the 
temples. " — Sarkar copy. m 

SabhSsad, on the other hand, records : " tRFffcf spmfrr (*n?f) 
at^'^m^^^^^qpr q^T g^FT %$L 3TIFT ^T^l 



116. Vide note 50. • 

117. Pp. 88-9, "Sivaehhatrajatrchr 91 KalamI Bakhar" [note 14]. 
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h^k ssKrri iwm qH?r *fa 3pTC |t% c^H qTS^T%. ' ^^trs <#T 
q^5T cR I % NITWIT ^T. l*Vm% \im ^I^t. 3TW!f W *mff *1B *tf? 

qic*.' ^wt f^rrc wr ^frro 4Hcrw qUarre *$o£j fiscnsr f§sr. am*f 

No documentary evidence of contemporary nature about 
Baghunathapandita Panditarao's activities, except the letters 
issued in the Kayastha Prabhu Prakarana, is available. The 
first of these letters issued by Baghunathapandita Panditarao 
is dated Saka 1591, Saumyanama Samvatsare Margaslrsa 
Suddha 11, i.e. 23rd November 1669 A.D.. m The second letter 
is dated Sake 1594, Paridhavi Samvatsare Bhadrapada 
Suddha 6 Eavivar, i e. Sunday 18th August 1672. It is, 
however, clear from these letters that Raghunathapand.it a 
Panditarao 13 ° was actually in the office at least during the 
period of 1669 to 1672 A. D. 

Govinda Kavlndra says that Eaghunatha Panditarao 
died of consumption. He complains of his high-handed 
treatment toPanditas and Sastris. According to the sequence of 
events narrated by him, Esghunathapandita's death occurred 
sometime before the coronation H1 . In fact, Sabhasad, while 
describing the offices bestowed at the time of the first corona- 
tion, records : l ^j^f] m^cKM ^ rqf% gsflRT ^r^KFT, 1 but the cor- 
rect reading in the Mahad copy as noted by Mr. Sane and in 
the copies I have compared at the British Museum, London, 
MacKenzie and the India Office Collections, London, is given 
as : 'VFtm qUe^R" fnt srf% gsr ^FT^\ This is so given even 
in the Satara and Poona copies also. This confirms, therefore, 



118. P. 38, Kra§njl Anant Sabhasad viracbit "Siva ChhatrapafcXche 
Charitra" edited by Ka&Tna"th NSrayana Sa"ne, (4th Edition) Kalyaa, 
1923. Also see p. 295, 'A chapter from the Life of SivSjI^ by Sir 
J.N. Sarkar [note 96] ; p. 46, Marathl Daf tar, Rumata pahila, Srlmant 
Maharaj Bhonale yanchx Bakhar edited by V. L. Bhave, Thana, 1917. 

119. Vide note 81. 

120. P. 21, a Gr3manya~cha" Sady anta Itfhasa" by K.S, Thackercy 
Dadar, 1919. 

121. Vida note 23. 
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that Raghunatha Panditarao died before the coronation and 
his son MoreSwar Pandita succeeded him in the office and was 
representing his office at the coronation. At any rate, MoreSwar 
Pandita was in the office of Panditarao on 9th October 1674 is 
abundantly clear from his letter issued on that day ,M . 

More&war Panditarao has issued several letters and many 
have been published. There is, therefore, no doubt about his 
continuance in the office till at least 16th March 1686 12S . 

No letter of Panditarao issued after 16th March 1686 has 
yet been discovered, but after the fall of Golcondah, tie 
whole country was in a disturbed state. More^war 
Panditarao did not accompany Rajaram to Panhaja as he is 
not mentioned among those present there m in the " Rajaram- 
charitam" The omission of his name is a direct proof of his 
absence there. It seems he and his son remained at Rayagad 
with Yesnbal and were taken prisoners to the Mogul camp. 
In fact, his son, Mudgalbaba, was there. He was deputed 
to Tarabalto represent Sahu's case and identity in 1706. 

About the Pa^ditaral affairs, it is difficult to say what 
arrangements were continued. It, however, appears that; 
Kesavabha^a represented his chief at Panhala iuthe Nawaratra 
festival m . A letter issued from the office of Panditarao on 
12th May 1691 does not give the name of the officer m . At 
the same time, in the Danapatra of RSjaram dated -21st April 
1691, Srlkaracharya is not mentioned as Panditarao l87 . 

122. Letter dated Vadya A^wln Sake 1596 to Sridhar Jyotisl by 
Moresvar Panditarao with his usual official seal -No. 5, p. 73, Panama 
AA, "Chit paw anafichr Samajika Mula Plthika", Madhya Jand Sad- 
yahsthiti" by V. K.iR^jawHde, "Dwitlya Sammelan" Vrtta, 6ake 1836, 
B.L S,MandaIa Granathamala, Pustaka 8ve, Poona, 1906. 

123* Sudd hi-patr a issued by MoresVar panditarao [note 64] 

124. SargSs 3, 4, 5 of " RSjEramacharitam " [ note 13 ]. 

125. Vide notes 65 and 66. 

126. Lckhanka 8, p. 21, "Itbaiye GharEnyachs; Itihasa" [note 92]. 

127. No. 56, u &rIkar5ch§rySs Maharaja Yani Delelen Danapatra" 
p. 211, Prakarana 5ve, "Saaads and Letters" by R. B, G. C. Wad and 
published by Rao Bahadur D,B. Parasnis and V. Mawaji, Po6na; 1913 . 
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tfhe earliest letter of Srlkarachary a issued in his capacity as 
Panditarao is that of 2nd October 1696 128 . It is also significant 
to note that in the Danapatra to Srlkaracharya's family 
dated 6th May 1696 129 SrlkarScharya's son Hariharacharya is 
one of the five donees. . It seems, therefore, that by this time 
Srlkaracharya had assumed the charge of Panditarao and 
hence he must have avoided including his own name in the 
Danapatra. It is • probable that Srlkaracharya was made 
Panditarao after the death of Kesavapandita and presumably 
after MoreSvar Panditarao's death. Srlkaracharya and his 
heirs enjoyed Panditaraoship at the Kolhapur Darbar, while 
Sahu on his return from the Mogul's camp, made Mudgalbaba, 
grandson of Raghunatha Panditarao, his Panditarao and 
continued the office in his family. 

The family genealogy from Mudgalbaba continues to 
be : (10) Mudgalbaba [birth— 1630 A. D„ returned from the 
Mogul's camp— 1705 A.D., died 9th April 1729]— (11) Achyuta- 
baba alias Raghunatha Pandita [ wrote books, was removed 
from office and imprisoned in 1749 A.IX, died — 1759 AJX] — 
(12) Ramachandraiao [birth — 1757, became Panditorao— 1778, 
died 20th March 1795 A. D.] — (13) Raghunatharao— [birth 
— 1786, succeeded on 13th May 1795, died— 8th April 1828 1 
—(14) Ramachandrarao [succeeded on 2nd May 1828 ]. m 
Mr. G. R. Rajopadhye's construction of the family genealogy 
is not consistent with the authorities quoted by him. 

As regards the confusion of the r name of Raghunatha 
Panditarao with Raghunathabhata bin Gane&abha^a Nawa- 

128. No. 79, p, 128, From Srlkaracharya Panditarao to MabadjI 
Samaraja of Jaliv dated Eaj. Sake 23, Dhatanama Sanivatsare, Iswin 
Babul Dwitiya" Bhrguwasare, Cb, 15 Babiiowal Suhur San SabS 
Tisain Alaf~"Ch3phai-Upadhye ", " Sri SanxpradaygchX KSgfcdapatre, 
BSmdSa and RSuida 3 i, $hag 9, Bar 1, Mani 9 "; Dhulia, 1915. . 

129. No. 60 p. 217, Srikaracbaryaa MabSrSjanX Delelen DSna- 
patra [note 127], 

130. Nyayat&stri PanditarSoSchI Bakbar and Vanii&vali [note 107] 

'^i^rcrsT^ft 3ttS 4t%r[ct <$* vg mm *it% * T*fro$&% ctf% mm ^"i^r ant/ ' 

"AmStya Bawadekar yanchi Kaifiyat, BhSrata varsia, [not 107], 
pp. 144-5, "16. Panditarao, Kaifiyats and Ysdis " by RSo Bahadur 
G.C. Wad, edited by P.V. Mawaji and D.B. Parasnis, Poona 1908. 



n 

lasta, not only that their gotras are different but the fact that 
More&war PanditarSya has issued a donation to Nawahasta 
for his worship etc. at ChSphaJ is itself a sufficient proof to 
3how that Nawahasta was ne-ver a Paiaditaraya. 151 The letter 132 
which mentions Nawahast as Panditaraya is a copy and it is 
probable that, knowing Nawahasta's literary activities the 
term Pandlfcaraya with the name of Raghunathabhata is either 
an improvement made by the copyist or the term used eu- 
logically , No doubt, by this letter, the famous original letter 135 
of Ramadas, which has been exploited in various ways and 
opportunities, is proved to be written to Nawahasta and, now 
as Nawahasta was a pujarl at the Ch&phal temple 'and not 
Panditaraya, the letter was not meant for PanditarSo. RSmadas 
had addressed it merely to his own desciple or servant. 

Raghunathapandita JoSlrSo Kalyanakar is not the same 
person as the Raghunathabhata Panditarao as is clear from 
the two proclamations of Raghunatha Panditrao relating to 
Jo^lrSo's gramanya against Chandrasenlya Kayasthas. 

Raghunathapanta' Hanamante was never on this side 
of Maharas^ra till the time of coronation. By the time he 
came this side, Raghunatha Panditarao was no more living 
and his son, More&war, was Panditarao, who continued in the 
office till after the death of Raghunathapanta Hanamante. 

181, "Sri &vaji Maharajs;nche KulopSdhySya" by Mr. G. R. 
Rajopadhye, Sivaji Nibandhavali, Part I, &rt Siva Oharitra Karyalaya, 
Poona, 1930* 

132. Letter without date from Vitthal GosSvi to DivSkarabhata 
Gosavi, No. 52, pp. 90-3, Sri Sampradaygtchi Kagadapatre, [not 128], 

133. Letter from Rsmadas to Raghunathabhata GosSvi (without 
date) pp. 1-4, ibid. Also see pp. 163-8, " Dwitiya Sammeiana 
Vrtta" [note 122]; pp. 102-110, "Sri Siva&hlchS Lekhana-lankSr" by 
A. B. Joshi and Aba Ghandorkar, Poona 1934. This letter has been 
reproduced at several places with a view to show RamadaVs connec- 
tions with Sivajfs officials and his dominance over the administra- 
tion of the Maratha kings. Tnis attempt naturally falls to the ground 
assooa as the letter of Moreswar Panditarao to Raghunathabhata 
Nanrahasta published in the same volume is read side by side. 
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rs *s 

%ft»iSi3ug *j*p n 
[ 3q?^w? ] 

^pggfcTT: ( m^ ) ir%3r Tersn^cf n * u 

r * t , - „. r "v , __ 



1. The title of the old manuscript (old no* 536 and new 
no. 18787) is : 536 sMftsw^ I ^Ifa^iwfl i $J w^f 
%m f^wraf fep *mwn \*\ it ; and at the end is recorded 
the date of this copy as : si% ^nf*&$% |p#R*ft fo!#^ 

2. The verses have not been numbered in the Mas. 



^:— • 

d«$F«WMVt*H. I cT5£r? ■mi*m*«h4: — 

^^ii^Tg^r^r ^t^r^T%rfiicTJ h h it 

vwfcll^W<l% § IhK^4dl ^T.^cT: » 3 II 
^NtfKl^ 5HTRJ^ «takH«q*M*Kd * II » II 

4i4d^t«iN^lX ft ^^itt^s sr^psra » <S II 
S^Rl" ^rRcfSR^I^cRJTT^fc^IT H^li^dl, »l \o It 



3. In the Yajnyavalkya and Narada-Samhita, vers* 10 
is said to be of Narada with a reading~%%T qT mw r < j° ft i 
ifam for sffojTOiWiigwi i¥n$ft. I— Yajnyavalkya, vera 
599, and Narada-Vyavahara, verse 62, p. 15. 



fjfarca* 3Tf%: SRWi: I cju^4lewf ^W^p?(cTT)^ [ 31% ] 

?wf*m ^rn^raqt: i^N^to ii SH ii 
<rar— 

S^TSf^gSJ *T3J W HilWd*. « \9 II 
SRl^ft *1%T?T qi}frf!ft41ia: II \C It 

^ra?R^lixr!TfraTff%5iTi|(w ii \% « 

aig^PBWftwp qfrssTT *,l<*Wfflnc{ II *o ii 
iftaWHi: SI5TT %*FF5TC%i| f^fac* II *? II 



4 These numbers show the end oE the pages or folios 
of the manuscript copy. 



_______ - -*N— .. » f ______ m _____ M __«__^ 

^Wf ft ^o^^qoi ggjaiT fiflMd? S^T U^ll [Page 1-aJ 

j& ^fl Raw m i ««myi33N w§m. i 

fill *jfo«4| iqf?fc 5>g4<rM*h^ s%j^; u ^3 11 
3T3T "raft ^f|cfl# ?o^^^ ft*??*: i 

^ ^sr. s$i?ft thst f^f fasti ^s u 33 i« 



fssiR sntffc ^ftrar t^tr surcfRfq h ^» » 



-""-hw ¥&$ i 



5?TRTd T^RI 5 STt^t ET'4?0^r5|%g»^T II 8* » 

3R\ ^ORIR ^osw ^ *^pftsWsfR*l<8 Wage 2] 

a*f#| cr?«f 3 •y^ii^'Wiy*^ u 8^ h 
mg sr% stir ^^c^fctt arqrft g%^ ii 8^ ii 

3H[Rt qaroratf sr# graaraself II s« u 

STOP ^R^ltf H<H»M?mi$d I 
c^f5#? fr^cft tprg 3tRW% II 8« II 



5 The reading in the Narada-Smriti is ftfors i-NSrada, 
1. 18, verse 111, p. 191. 
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aift$ftui ^Nl+ta ^o^fifsp ^?r: i 

t^T I «yj^4Wl^ I [ Page 2-a J 

t^f^ccr m*?*ii mau£\ ^em^n 11 H8 h 
^t^it s^y^nt ^rereaT 3TS«3rwsra^Tt?*rii <« n 
^TTRP quKJi^tft ¥*£ dtt* wm i: 11 ^4 11 

srj aft ^ f^rar ^ ?o# ^%s md^ u h* it 
1 

3Tf^ira ^5lf cq^|<q<j Tj| H^ It H^ II. 



sparer a UM i &wp ^rWswi^iac « ^ » 

ST^IR g l chM^ * ^ ^50R <* 311*93^ II ^ « 

TT31T ^^RSTT^ g=53(5% *% T3WQ%i I 

[ Page 3 ]; 

. ^fffi^T ^fffoir *&*($ gfdMia&t li ^ II 

§*p»3 g 3 sn;: m ai n a%r ^ » oo « 



foMifl&dMf ^ % wife st^ srai^cnt i 
*pbj^t 3»ifew: f^rf^q^Tsa" *ran%(f%)5p t 

:3Tft JT^JtjT 5TT& ! SR3|T «fnrf <<=rKe|<55|i I 
3H«h*ijuil %a MNlfifrd<Hlfolt u wh m 

^fui^l^U^M^ef ^T%fTt|#T%5 1 

st^rt f^Nt ns#5cf tr^r 5 *K^dc « »q « 

«A«ll*li: «hKk<hi: T%T^§ ad1l£iu M d% > | t I 
fol^*d**<U 9$ #ff -siiar f^mp? II W9 H 

-<PMltyi: *Fft?T: I hj: — 

?I«n^crRWI^ 3T§T§fc ^ri mfkm « [Page 3-aJ 

<mfew> 5 *SR?fa raflilfar ^t^ t 

3rgfg3l I ld^(^)5TRf iA<4Ml4dm'i:«MlH H <° H 
STf^tRra ^T cT3T ?IT%^5gsj3ft5T5Tr. (sf#3Rfl) I 

^I?i: "5T#rRt -«<W^JT «*W3l<.l(?$l fl^T^R: — 



twr— 

=gts^r surafiw #?w*F^r raf*l#r. i 

cf?r era Hgsfto ^raroT wtmrcwi u e\ n 

jjg: — [Page 41 

^si fsrsit «t f^sn^nc^f^r^ era sfraraac > 

*fll 

cTCS ^facT cl^IS Tf *ffl%t T^TcP U C\ II 
■•tKHK^iiWHIf TOUPFC — 

=w — 

*r wn^r o^d^Kiuif ^rreisaJ *rc ^??r. 11 %l n 



1° 

1 1 '^jstt «n%ct»r ^R3rft?*r 3T asp 1 

grrqr^g sftcttIot ^^arrai%T^n^(f!i^n1^5n^;)ii^it 

«rt? §#5TW* gr? cTST sra^i; n ^£ 11 [Page 4-aI 



4eHjitalft gtftaFprcsrft&'&n' II ^OH II 
ifsrafif itrtrft sjrard tr^^ i 



qiWT i i<(3raPr TI«H<«e04il<httl<h: 1 
siswg* 3ra«jt *ro»wik*uyi«WK n ^ov» 11 

Qu^^HgT^cfRf %HF SRT*ft ITOTcT: U ?odii 

inimgiftui f^falsnif ?rcNr ^ 1 

*I«IW3, ?T1^ ^ 5TCM KM<htui II U° H 

<M«4||4d«I^R% ?I^cllf?r 'SfffiqcP I 

Wt ftfg[I%# ^nraH-dQQdNH: il^UU (Page 5); 

^ sntoi cif^ ^fRcn *ts$n *r. » W u 



I*. 

•<KMi$ flam*: — 

3*N<^[ld *F ^ ^T*nfii ^T 3?TIcT. n t^ « 
1TOI ^x|^M| ^ggr. ^J 3fTI?n II ^8 « 

si% i sumt shren 3Ri?r?n $5^ sfcf ^: 1 cptf «m$kh$mI s- 

f^lf ^T I%I^T^ [Page 5-a] qgrfSfr^g %W. I %g %$%?% 



j$ft 5rtlMft«R*i i cr apst *r^ i snuwf g i 

% 4*l44>ff ^^ f^f g?«fT m^(l U W H 

ft^ur st^st F=rc3qTiM^: i aspiffifoft i^%rr ^^ssii i t^ ^ — 

apippaftfficqf^ i *n ^ q^iteqFn% f%t sn^T^^f^f ^ 

■d$iUM 1 1%^: i tstf%? jj^ncft ^FP:qrar: q»rf: i finft[ft$# 
^^n^: w& i nT^q^Mcff ^rafqoRRf ep^sr: i q^i"^ ^ 
cf^t ;prra;i ^5FF^FR?§-q|r^m% ^ cfw<f4 ^iRca^pt 

5^ JTpJI^i35^: qgtR ipr I [ Page 6 ] srcrcnggqicft <T3Tr^ra?- 

^Q*iM?-H&tj4Jfi ^^1% ^orr^ 11 ^ it 



*8 

..■Til .,„, fTft 

U*hi«il i^jf q fiforcrf ftpft [fftraO **: i 
iftiMiftawf i sou w?rasm%jj: u \^ » 

IFrffalcMlPH: I M JTRom'5M^r '^RcTf m w<$ $* ift I 

«r^r ii sj ii ^{% flw^t spsftsqai* n eui eg a 



* «W ItfVK I 



[ Page 6-a ] 

W^ra«W3TlfS[: srran^ m^w II 12% ii 

3?#^jTt #*Tfw: sr§3Jt: q'RT^frt n ?8* n 
i^w^r fRm sr^Kinxw ro §ft n S83 h 

^c#to: ^m^xTT 5|T?^if sn?«r^: i 
w§*ft^ri^ ^y mfai ^p ,i ^ ii 

fffi I %ft<$ ^TTf %?to: 1 

^f%ft %im f <3T SWST%3nra^ II ^8^ II 

srau^RtNr ^^w<?wra; n ?8® n 



fg<n% i-w^<«jTi ^% epwtra i« ^ho h 
■^cRT^r. ^n% ^%?r^ ??rg^fw II w II 

Hf: I [Page 7J 



gOWH? S^frFrf 1T#1TP* ^ fttfcl* I 

^PiFTOfrr : 3rgiRn^ zp^> i ?? ^rprrf^rcra; i sRfar g gw 
^ i sif^f&r^ i ^gwr q$a wrci qfr ^^: i ficf^T^rl- 

jfflt I 3Tf #TRf rf 3[«rgRR^ I 

5^ l^<fr ?o^ s^ff sfHTOTfa: i 

^53tto% § *&&& ^wif g ^T sara: ii ^ ii 

wi ^ri^r^UTi mfcfaftu) war* «p: u ^* « 

^^mRHr^fHT^ T ?W5r^g5£|T *pp II *^ II 
^n%3T <£l ^N% ^q5^ft% 4>dlliHI I 

41^1^1 ^Sfrrf qrc? — 

s^Ri: — [Page7-a] 



SIcT » 



\< 



vmt -^i^rcf i^rqRsgoTt <|j?: u ?is h 



^ifi«jj«RPgHf <8&«juiMr elite 'Sf i 
sf^rt qr^Rit % %&& ^ ^^ ^ i 

1*1*911 *ff ^ ^srf rr^^i^iioiri 3*r. h *«^ u 
^ %?3T 5% ^ *r# ^Ira wzmx: I 

a*Rf*i$fras?iT ifs^g;: qi%%^: II *<« It 



cl%! i&m **% TflRRTf^ *Fg*re*?lT I 

*q- l>s e8 3 

iQ qtffwK^if c^i*r%nTRfaq^H. I Hi9*r$ goT^rtf% #55- 

qc§^#Fq?c^l 

t!|a^in% |c^: I [ Page 8-a ] ^ ^j>*Wlg I f^Wf: I #«: 
ei H si u # II 



-T£ 



f%m cff^w^rrgf spas [jr^tottr^ u 
^HT^sfFf ire* ym ] *=m# *^ u \\\ h 

%^ir%#^% mw% m^i qgtn ii \%\ ii 

tJFP|^ ^9fOT i^SR5R ^facl I 
eMMI ^nsfNf ?r«ITS^ ^eFROjq; | 

mm* mm ^ c^qif^fs % ii \\$ u 

W$ ^Uer^Ttnt shot. #r^: ^gp n^ll [Page 9] 

wmm ^r *ir% j*sr toti t% ii 3oo h 

^cfr^3^3T sfTSRfiTPT W^§T%% \\*o\\\ 



ai&N>lQ53HTO ^tfv^FWr ^ II *o^ |l 

•t $& sncgtnf<%f3rer it ww sqftsw u ^«8 u 

«w tfonraf^ft ^ 3rsft anr: i 

^ 5r?t 5g%r?r w^ ismw ^gm h ^ ii 

ffeif^ft: q^Frohmmf^^ # *rftg«T: *tem[R+*$ fugm*-' 

qa^Rorn^TFlf^moT - [ Page 9-a ] 

?jci sgsrconcj 1 crt^EPff w^t quants — 

*J*Udl^dW qo* 3TT^ft% 1 «?«IH: I 

*ldlft T23 *»35P ^ lR sii«-W I W ^TcP II *?o l» 

^srraf $ri^n§# ^1^ 3 ^qn: 11 *tt 11 



qS^P ST?5f% SfRTorf eKR ^5P » *?* H 

*rat ra^n%n ?!Tn^5T^iKar from ii *x% ii 
cRg 5nwi ci^feft ^ ?i«nst gr^r u%t « 3*8 » 

?Jl^rFe^ cf3T cRHRcfsST SPJ?5RP II »^ II 

f^«rff '5rTT%'Jn'n^ suffer trst^ i 

?<^ I ST ^^l#|$M"»ekl($F *T «PT qvg ?c^Hf: I [ Page 10 [ 

^^T 3IT?TOSH-3 ^R d«llfo<& ^ I 
3?f^ f^fl^St ^W^^OT 1 II **£ II 

ffi i h«t #i *w*^<t i 3T?j ^ sft^ st ifoprararcor. 

*TTcJT W^l'OT *5RwfeHT fqi^^TT I 

^t# sf^ciT "siTsfr ^-rreft gtirfw ^ ?n n 3*o n 

SJT'STSf^Trmt *Tr3T ^pScTFFT ^T^q^f I 



; 315R^|atraiR?5IT SRnf5Rc3[ II W II 
^Wl^Rslcf! I ^T ^f^fTHR f^Tf^R ^rlo^H^H 5fl?P*ffiU 



%5r 3T $n%4 ^nsfqr smrdft %^ i ?nr h 

fflWT 50^ cR^Ji: W*r lf%oi § 11 338 u 
gfSJFM 3JT llCr SRSTRSr ^M^MlR«iT I [Page 10-a] 

fsjyildtei 'Ef ^mt rajp %K'l3«Klft<t U ^0 » 
3n?5R3J TR3U5|[ !?f^aiRf ^ 5EPft I 



^i-yidi feijQ^lr %\& w*MidsftSi h 3^3 u 

auddiKH+iNUrr f ssn^rrf^m^i; II 333 II 
SR5T35T snssrsRRT gr jt^^ *FH=5szf?r u 338 h 

§M4Km4l<0 ^ ^%3 STTddlWHi » 33^ II 

3^1 cj^jt-t: — 

*ft sll^l^HFIiJCdiyf cTTl^T 3WsS¥fi|clJ II 333 II 
^01 ^O^miSc|V^?^f^ft <JU^«» *n II 33« II 

15^ ^ gj^€#f 3=r!^ § cpSRcfSlT II 33<£ II 

IRQIS^^ 3|f$ft ^0#'SJTt% ^SOcP? II 33^ W 
*^T SJ«fFlf 1=N|WI^ cR ^tPFcT^ — 

On. 

WOT <|<<W«fl5S *TIf t^^J^ld I 
HW 1 ^? ?nsp JTOfraRfrT^ II 38o n 
^ <j «F% cF?tf fP# f^rcrr 5T cTWTffi ^W5C — 



$x@fi i [Page 11-a] fM^NJIcT ff^T # m^m epnSSTCOlf- 
^raOTT 15%^^ *T cR sm^iRi^ II 388 II 

ft**— 

sGW-o&sisir i^^i^j s«n^ t%^ u ^ u 

341sh*ju« »9 ^TO??9TcHp3RCT$ft: II *8S II 
SAefctmgul ftcqt ftsf* cTC^ § II *8£ II 

iiw 1 spsiht srreisr ^Tg^Rcrs^ff^cn! » 
cfr^lc% «bi^3 fStufifr W$ f%: II *S^ H 

aroret t^ucTt #sf gs«i 5nsf^ ^f. i 

anTcmftipft c3^rp isF^sr srto^ n wi it 
^ s^pxri^qg; I aRqpIW^r: I 

*M: — 



[ Page 12 ] aig ^ gSTORTCOlcrar TRR^ q^T^Icqof <pg%c j 

^TSf^f ^ ■sjgfsi^st ir«rr 1 ^<a°h*i It ^0 tl 
Sf^ I S3& — 



39 

^tRI^ I [ Page 12-a ] a^IW^^Fc^; — 

■ciu^i^^Rciq-cjshm^ad^lK'JIIH I 
3^RTRci: mm *R3T TO% sfciJHMict; II 1$C li 

*mife*w **fofnf craKHiiftrci crsrr i 
^o^i5?rf *pfarci<ar s^?^ ^a[ h r®i ii 

3r?sw q^i rr^ntrf ^rwio^ » ^ « 

^f^T [ Page 13 ] JTtwf&tf 3J? : I ^ ^H%f% HcTI^ I cWSS- 
ft?RT — 



** 



» NP »v «s -&_,*s. *v 



3??c3I*FT 3 3«R> ^T5R Jt^f f?T) 
iffi I q^T TO®! !T Sftct r^J f&fNffar TOT 3T ^ I 



V wn imuA ^: I 



sparer? ^: — 

*3^^T^^mt?^|u-jW"i RUFF* I 

$4: |p} *Te#T ^tc^ 3^%^% [Pagel3-a] ^qoiT- 

stnrc fqcft ^^f arat *3i* w i 
an^R^s^ snap q^^Tsf ^i^ftli » *£© « 

srfems f|gon q^n^wn ^ n ^ « 



t" 



qt S?I%TFT 3^1*1$ %?T^ ^T¥T?r 3?r^J^^ =315$^ *ftf 

q«tf%#q*ri% c*rrssf — [ Page 14 ] 

srr^r srf^qrri^ ftfosfterrf^sft nc$=£ f^t 3jTc?t: wot^a: i 

^+*uid(si*iiiciT*fs strt ^miuhii %^ 1 



hwNht — 

«n^M s?ra^ ^ira <w <5^?$c? « ^ « 

|§ #fq?*nS( I [ p a ge U-a ] f^: I #1 SfRfa^FFlfatf ^T^TT 
^fq^T ?TDT fgfSfPJTJf^ fie!*. I 

s^3#rcoqra;i 



h 3R spwre^ W$l I 



. ^y ♦. 



#"v "X _ ys 



S^(#)Ton%^ftncR^cf?^%: I) *%% « [ Page 15] 
fs£ ^r spit VJf ^5#^ 3$f 39JT I 

<nara: qte uwrfrift $ 5 t%rtt ^ n ^og n 
^f tRnf&^Titra ^f sn sit to n ^ n 



sTfcf^f «tu^eerat l 3TW#%wiq%i^ ops: sw: I [ ? a g e 15_a ] 
arem%% fir f^3%ff%fSrarsswT ^ i 

^ft^nMt qfrpnrt| fi K4u«Mq » Ms It 

^f of: «&T3ras% *qi?qfir c^S^ai: ^: « ^ 11 
Kd«H<H fcts*[<TO& ^psrara: 1 «iR«Mito§ a^if 1 ftagr. t 

»TCtsft — [Page 16] 



JROf- 



<prat — 



3s[fi? SIW 3°^: ^$f ^ c??T%&: H \\c u. 



SRFrHFIctT mTq^raTit ^f^q: I 
%$I W^T 1^ ^^rff^rc^ I 

iff! \ sjf^ ^ crtr S^ffi ^spFrfterc: i *rsnl<N%eqr$S5 — 
q^q^c § wsf ^t# troroigg: ii 3*h \\ 
«fi^i*N%3n%qi3Pajra ^ ^r: II \*% II 

3*3 I^RTT f^T '3^r. — 

? fi«TO<Hi§<a<*«5Tf ^ ^ s^WST^: II ^\a II 



jft I [ Page 16-a ] =^f fsfte I *f3 I T*mwif^R I ^SKt«TT- 

*#Pri?*iw& # ^s^cf^i^i! ^ 5^: je^ ¥^q: i 
ww*M i fl-«gMMti apt m&n i st raiiSf »ig: — 

ft I 

Ht «ti&M^i3 i 3Ns$j|f ^ ftgort £?rs: — 

$&iNmcA qjt 5Rt apsi* sgl^r nun: i s?r: f^mqi^rt 



ttensF Mmi^mH fMWt spam *m u w u 

f^| | [Page 17 ] qsgftj^ 2[ff^Tf — 

V l^M^f 1 %aisrww 3^ h 383 n 

^ lUtd-Wc^t^*^ ^T ^ « 388 » 

+Km^«iiflda ^IHl flgcft fW » 38H II 

sumfsf ^ ^^Rt^T^ff^ qrianrr i 
*ra& ^TqicMt *ro*jM«wli|t^n 38^ h 

stTsftej^rrori' ^ flnsraftsoft <?**: u 38« h 

srfid^juif Hgojt i$t f %s«j ra^r u 38* n 

ctcjt ci«it ^i-. gjRf H^rcnrwrer ^"n ii 33^, ii 

#Cf ^mrf^ra; t ^ijR^n^f Wm'^idH. 1 i"!^*** 1 3? 

iraf$ «n^r 1 ^»^ni *w — 

^raf g^rsi irera ^reft f^rc^j^ar *ra*p i 
&dmmrcdi^i: ^£^3srr %^f%rr gr n 3^0 11 



U3*ft— 



C Page 17-a ] 



VTT^ 3331 ?TO3J ^ srraT 3*ta? I 

ssa^j ^rCns?* HH*iif 3$N«r i 
II |^ <ju^|^ n 11 










Sf3 3^1?^$ STOW I cFR trt^wif — 

^m^ifijw #i sr«w spam c?«n I 

Q^R^ HZiKW *^2W ^3 ^IcR U V& » 

* fcufi«gfift 5^: i a* q^ro^Ji^ TO 3*W— 

V ^I^ ^JP^ ^ ^ft ft^OT 3^ I 
3{ ^k ^^ Ul d^^t>c^T1^1T5riR^t I [ Page 18 3 



sr^s ^r4 $5«r *?teft ^Rj^fg[ u ^ n 

$3!3l%ft3*rejfifit jftsraft i weft jj^wjufffi wi q^fer i 

5sssn ^tst^: ^TOif^rcTsfW ii ^% n 
^^tf^T ^ira^Rt cr^cfit i^snsRT ii ^o n 



go 
$3 I Gdl$RHR — [Page 18-a] 

3T3r3ffr!33r ^m #<feni%?R: s^en ii ^m ir 

itfwss sgcj^rt «p ^r frc?i"t fsrgrR^ ii ^ it 
3*12 $?£ ^ ^g totui^wi i 

CRT — 

*ng% tor} trsjs 4 *^^ i*wt << 3£o « 
irt gsw snsfq £fs?ragi# ^g; 1 



SPOT I 



4*ub<(<>iqsrar. ^Tsg^j^?ira^Tn 1 
3TSnit *UkWW T^r^nsgait ?r?t « 3<S8 11 

«^r =ire? fi% gr snsraf 3*? 3^rp ii 3*h ii 



wnmrfK 'fosrnsj s^ qu^iM*^ \ [Page 19} 
"gilWl *& i 



«|UW*<^*I4J dslRilfaRWtciSJT I 

«lf«iT *TCrgfh6tsfq SjUHWidSfcM^fc « 
g^RETW 1 qi&q: ^$3 5tCtt|?3T II \%® II 
i - . • 



8* 
%fe?f f£ta33Ic*3q*i* qTSWTO!^ II 800 II 

f3ftra»ift§*ft!r ^ ^raftrclr *raa[ I [Page 19-a] 
'^•sfq sj^sr ^^ israf ^raficisj w n 80? 11 

^^1^5? fs?cn ^ ^lii^sferre^u 80^ n 
ag^qrt^sr 1 3^5^^ <t — 

1%^'Sld ^PSFff < lg <f&MH d% g[ » 80^ || 

'etg; '^gof ttffcyzf; ?*ra*rR ^ 'orsra^ 11 808 n 

g?M erst ; stf: ^fficremtsm* I 

MkdWi fgq&f: qm a -mm: sjsto ?*rc; n 80^ 11 

'OffT *=tf%| Mm * i^T#if^ra5r. n 80^ « 



83 

fjsrsnflFsp wtti^^t^t ^ifrfg^ra^ « 

*W «B ftNfos snfdiq^ ?OTii^ » 8o* II 

WW crffgoT ^TC^t eJlSp^i <ST cTcTO( U 80^ II 
3T5q^ § ^Efc^ J^RI ^l^fcfra; I [Page 2 0] 
#SfT^fffiK?3^T% 3<^fRaSSlTspK<r. II 8*o U 

g^g sr??oiRSf w aitsw ?*R u 8*! n 



.^—^- 



ftrcrerawiriN fiqfan: ^ crar ^ II 8t8 II 

ffafcn: JfRofwr: snwirgcr 1 

3>^mi 

fsN^cr 33RT fair spsirer ^rsr^l*. n 8^ 11 

?irf 1 ^^raft^ 3[o?f%wr? fog-. 1 fsarcFrajsr wm. 1 «fc 
ism i«nu1^%%?^ci«iT n 8te u 



88 

*uiii3*w f i §f%tf f€l% cTFrfq ^13 I wssf jfic*h*h: — 
*5l$ § ^mt^ t ^ fp&iit ^^Wi II 8!1 II 



ff^ 



CPage20-al 



^ ^ssrrenftrn gjT^f f^eimtrcnl^sFMcr. h 83 o n 



*-y «"s. -s. 



sra^sr f^m i^g ^c^ stPRiti^ i 
Wstm ^TM $R$ sptf SjJJFPfo'* II 833 H 

#^l 

ftQSgi ?®mi%$ fll^T ^TfpffT II 838 II 

4ft 3?!%Kt#: I 

3Sf Cffi^S ^^T IT^J^tSJS^TI^^ » 83K II 



r\ * »^ 



S3&IRSFS?T% df^^i: #: II 83^ II 

qnsstti iron* srcunifcrasn » 83« II 

tiNr WTwitt^n^ ii 83* u 



8H 
S^INT WlltWl «F5RIf I 

sister ^t g^&aNsgdft&trac <» ^° n 
ari§4 ^rei ^crfd 1^ i^rf spks^ii sw u 

[Page 21] 
crepnr?#r ^sjt^it u^i^r «rr 1 

3?gffq H^^^l^tUI^TM^I^H 11 8^3 11 

ciwtkt^ si^nt fsisff f&sm srai^^ u 833 11 

^f sffi 1 

fas^l^Nraj^gflp 55ffel^ai«i <qr 11 838 11 
tup €f^i<?i*f a? 3t%%S ^ ferai^ 1 



53% ?m#T f%q%fn??n ^cm%?^ « 83« u 



T%sict5T i ^m 5ftc?#ssreTcFt qPR: II 8^ II 
*frsR$ ar^nnf^s^ gFwft i ^sgwi'nKu^ftn: i siF^rsFfif 
RtNt §ta 1 3^ !%^n ft^t f!%T: 1 sv^^i^r ^ ^FFrsftcr 

SCHIST ft?^ I 3*T3Rft %5RT^ ^RT ft ; EfT^5fM ^=RF1RRT 
srf|:^|[Page2l-a] ^gfST 3*: % ^Rftcf f^l 

§^nf%% 1 cm ^r 37R^ — 

?fa I SfR^S I 

R%q5F?Rf3| W&® =g|5cj5) ^g# n 88^ II 
3%T5??Tpr^ SJ^iSSJ^f sira^cT^ II 883 U 

3&& sis? vj^fei %W3Q wsisra 1 

3^^|4j<w ^ttl^RcOT frPm'l'^®^: II 888 H 
S^feWI *P Sffa^q m^mm SffcRT^ 1 



8*9 
HsJvHJI3T%eTr 3T3T =rat SP^IT f^TcPSTJ I 

liRRiraftafr wt ?T^c5inPRanf?c?^^ u 88a it 
Hra§*nfiScST g *nn ^fts srar^raac u 88<s h 
W <t?^t «ft€ qvrar: ^; ^ t^ a u 88<$ n 

*rishl*$d 3TS53J5r ftj^^5T£^If^ srag; SI 8Ho it 
f^nft ( ^^grflRof mt^t R^W-MId EJFlitr*Rn# 3?g: | [Page 22] 
*{ *MtqiS&«y*fi{iMl3<J£Hl£ ^rcEfrq^r: — 



f\« rv »\ 



SRTTi^q: ^TtRJ ^raiiy4l<^taHFGP* n 8K| II 
3F§#IT c??^ § ^cff ^^1^^ II 8H5? n 



8£. 

'TiFrar fFJSTif^ gremrigi ^i ^d II 8H^ It 

33HT — 

iMd<^d^? 5rraf?cr irafScr f%f%^N»^: II 8»W It 

T%K^C 5W«-d4-d ^Tt^JT^ fg^ra ??F3C II 8<*£ II 

sg^TsR — 

3TO %5^»aT ggp ^■T«75rfTt ^HW<T|^ I 

'eg gqvg^roiron sj^r ntvnn^ n 8H^ ii 

«RPlt 3 ^#cfRf 5* ^ f¥fcT 3rf| I [ Page 22-a 1 
^for§T ^TWTgT qPTC3c|ircin^ H 8^0 || 

srortff fl^T^ ^ qr^5i??03¥nn^ u 8^S » 
ff^: — 

srcre^^Tgc^r <ref^jTr%^roat II 8^ II 
W7«i^wir ^rasn^^r iHwfii u 8§8 u 

arfstfa^T 2RTTO <|4U||4: ^ ^5^ II 8^ II 



8^ 



mm — 



srcasr ^fc ^«r f ^qtyrsra' ^ i 






*=r set ^jfroror tototo ^rss^ wmi \\ 8^« u 
wmi ftd^sr^qf *ra? ist Tcftf q^g^qasRr ?n[f5Nsjw- 

[ Page 23 ] 
3MHs*IM f ?f W ^ ^rR^Tl^t II 8«? I« 

3t|4 cresr spsffer *fstt ^ 5 ^t^pji; it 8^* ii 



Ho 

3*3* g ^1^ W3? H 8«8 It 
lit i <mwwi: *A<t4«H3*H5 w$: i 

j[cjt sf^rc iron^r. wh^n freterar. i 

flcf I 3T#ft IMI?WI m^Kf: I F%FRt ft^Tft^: I I%[^RTI 
Hfi — [ Page 23-a 

3*#3#3rcnf^pit ?o^r|i% unrest n 8^ h 



mm* srrra^?iRT*»di^ii%Ji?3r6r u 8*8 n 

3?sfNRccii^t|uii«-^ifcf^f5i ^ $* *?*n* ^ ^ i 
g^r c^ll aj2af ^ ^n4suiTi*gcji i 
gairi?5RiPT fras% siiT%cT qjt srfi&'F n 8<$ 11 

[Page 24} 

_|1S I fwnFH? ^oi *cq& I Hott: I Ffafew^cpc^T =^Tf ^Rt 
pdkWR. I farther ?c%^T^^q^Tftamqt^^ a^ap*. I sffg . 

i%^ i *nc^ w — 

fat*RW T T^'g ^ 3F«ftsg^ ?»TO; II 86S II 
stf^^ *g: — [ Page 24-a ^ 



zsm^W^K ^r??r?^jff: «fu$firesri5 i 

VMS ^J^f^iT ^fI%J?^tc^?fT I 

5CTct| ^4**i?iw ^TFg^iirfraT ^tt^ri: ii %%\ n 

OTf 3 Rare- ^f 15«ff *RT5#: II 8^* II 
arr^Rf ^ ^ *Fcfs?it H^iRcR^ ^«tt ii 8^3 it 
3i%<m#ft ssrarer srasrsmt TC^: ll 8^8 II 

^ ^0^5?: ^trr^Tr^Tft rr ^ =grreg %?R^ II 8^ II 

ssr^r ^*rcrgfai srfgmrcf ^ ^r?^T: i 

Mld^a ctc^ ?w^: q^TcirfiT ^T II 8^9 II 

STOfOif % ¥RTT< T%$ fNfefogpcrat II 8%C II 

f SM^ort ^psflif 4i?i*t<*R: — 

22P23i*?o^-frarr: ^^nt^nRami [Page 25] 
Q<H4l4j^jl«f W&n ftTOOT wnroi: ^^?T: ii 8^ it 

am ^mid^ 41141413 i i%ot:i aw JT^rqrrcrf^sff ^oi^gf 



'Q^SRsif^f ^s&mrcg rare - ", is <<o* a 

*r ?3f $f f^sr^r sisi^Rcf njfifw: » ^o\ 11 
I fct f rifawnnj 1 w$ crff *Rflqra$sw ?*s ? f^ an? f^wr: i 
^lisiismf pnf fora^ 1 wssf fawn 1 ?rarafrr s^- 

srrara^ 5 ^fioir^sn sp*n" widens; 1 [Page 25-$} 
aFsrsnffi ^n?R(5t flsFtf inww^cf Rdi^d, 1 3F*ra ^rretffifr 



^8 

fR i ^^rh^r: ^gw: i sw w 1 ^ *r^R *rf^ — 

4*144141 ?|?# f%TW 3R cRigf » H$o ll 
^rcTT R^Jra^t cfk 3SRRT 5 cfTO^T J [Page S6] 

f <?rr stirtCt trj ;g&£rc ft » ^U » 
tirf mft qtfarift #fTRR*m?njR; ii <*t* ii 

<grR^SRRf reft u^rt m ^g; » ^ h 

ffft *ufl«M#f& l *R<f§ — 

sn^flWRWfr 3T ?TR% ^cTT^iIrt: II Ht8 II 

^HJcTT left 5fk^T ^R[ 1 CRTS I^Ro^PK — 

^?i^5q: srircraf sftatnft riprt% u «tf k ii 

*ra ^wffRRR*: 1 *Rtsffi — 

sr cr^r uf^Mrfsr ^Rf?rqcRR?T 11 «^® 11 

r^ir. i ffarf^ c^inwh: i figm^pRpR =ii#<ri m^farr 
^m 3?if rrt cftsrcRiR i q#r p^r s^rs err ^fe mUcfl'* 

*TRt Reft 1RT #?t ^Tcft cT«TT > 

?p f Rr #r?I srr 3*ificm?ra«rTR *tt ii ^\< » 

3RST Rf^RT 'Tiq'r *fi l< fac M H WIc»H: I 



WWW ^TI?^? f| ^fSjsp^T^ % ?rg > [Page 26-a] 

%W™ — 

wqiqw^ <B?rcfcpi ^cf: i srar5rf%rsf fFcrr <&fi %cr *stf- 
itokSs ^% ^nfifrrt 3r *gT strict cn?£Rfsf?#r sf?r i cf^r- 
apw si#p: spfrsre: i *r fill?: i srr^rqf^n sfwptpt 3# 

s f|i%: i tfSicFitf ^cro'fogsiHrt?* s: I ft^r: 1 

3¥T^^TTT%cTt 3TSfq ^g! f%SRtt%ctt I C Page 27} 

3ff c% I ^-d<R — 

faTCSffcft 3RT f^STT l?srTSS?JTr5T ^ 3TT? I 



Tsiirsfq f%ip«3«f arqiq?#r% wr%cr^ ii w% n 
miss* fow. — 

ffcf era ^r^fr^ ^r: i f^ ^ i 

3^0!W«rRl%qt g#F?T ^Elg^ I 
si«4<4l^<t t?3W#cI^r ^ IRH**: I! ^ || 

jflcfRWTTc( I ^%=[F I [ Pa § e 27-a] snfafqrffif^FT |c[f c*FP* f 

f^wwra: i qcrrft jrc^f ^p^c^reurt^ i <pf ^ i iftr«i^^- 
ar^g *rl?s?3f h£pi en* *nfw** n *$9 u 

ff^ I cf*Jl I ST^nTd-WlR 3T3FT <JI4HM UTO!^^ i 
^falflPP* HiMaq SSnoif <IROlf 3«fT I 



HO 

TTsr?o#t w cf??m% strap's 5r T%rei[ » ^« » 

•«<*•)<*« I *Rc«c*lfr flWFtfNf 3q^RT^ lift ^faPTFWTf i farr- 

§rcr*if &($: — 

5F*% 3Ttrai%FgT^ ^rft^N^r i C Page 28 ] 
?ic% i^ T%<n%a?srRn^^ 1 T%RT II H^d II 

snnrS5iTaif%«sr4 srartarf t ftud u H8o ;i 
QrotsHRtii tffar *«mi^^-og)i% it Kg* n 

W 13 3TSS*K<JU£l*l$4^ <fl u H83 ll 

r\ ^, ft an 



^0 

it^ unwind, i ^r:^ra; srrf st g^cr^*??^ i ^ — 

xiift udfeidr srret ^i*€r sjoTfow ^ ?rr u H^ it 

%m l 3pj ^ ^it sii^u| iiiHi%cM i 

?t sirg srrgroT i??TT?^^n^5crN fern** it ^ u 

m^rf 3c#c 305: 1 aw(SiTi*4lH^^4ec«{j[ 1 pfl^j: 1 ^Jrrerar 
srRcruifqT •wwdw: jraf5icn*Ji i^%m^rs5 wrffr#rFqg- 

[ Page 30 ] 
Slct 1 3T3T WJt&rr 3^: 1 srarft UPP^fsftnr 3^: sg^qf |§ 
'Ofn' iw switch *«i«4 u ^nt Triq^rr ^ %^ qrn^r: ft § 
"W^iMiiH^'iciirf sg: — 



WQ ^rei *r f^gf^rf %f^T3 srarar. n ^ ii 

ai@w ^rafoj* i qft *raffi4 ^w srcwr: i arcr — 

^sfq cra?rf5ra^OT3; sfcnfto ^Mt- i< ho* ii 
3Tfgf?crf stj^tsr srt wncT raf^CT II K03 u 

3T^ q^ l« Tl3 TO #5 TSsJia l» H08 II 

.?rar *n?&— 

sresr ?q^is ^xrcmwtrc n hoh ii 

^ i 

?£nm 'i sftKWW «nr. ii 




io. 



mwffii i 
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